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Table 2 - Relative energy dissipation in the whit deflector experiments
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’ o ) SyTeatey Relative ener O o Number of
Relative energy dissipation in Relative energy dissipation in dissipation in f%e Yo deflectors
complete submerged jump (%) semi submerged jump (%) hydraulic jump (%) H

57.45 60.16 63.82 0.027 2
55.42 58.75 61.76 0.035 2
53.17 56.52 59.84 0.043 2
52.6 55.47 58.85 0.049 2
59.06 61.7 65.2 0.027 3
58.04 61.1 64.04 0.035 3
57.12 60.47 63.02 0.043 3
57.43 60.92 62.8 0.049 3
60.2 62.83 65.87 0.027 4
58.67 61.7 64.43 0.035 4
57.77 61.13 63.56 0.043 4
57.51 60.9 63 0.049 4
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Table 3- The value of the parameters used in relations 13 and 14
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R? Relationship coefficients
g m n D C B A

W,

0.891 1.029 -196.564 65.48 -— -— 0.177 0.39 . ’

Relationship 13

VE
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Table 4- Jet length in the non-deflector experiments
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Jet length in complete Jet length in semi Jet length in free Yo
submerged jump (cm) submerged jump (cm) hydraulic jump (cm) H

57.35 66.53 71.19 0.027
61.47 75.74 80.23 0.035
70.28 81.74 88.15 0.043
85.94 91.67 95.55 0.049
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Fig. 11- Jet length in the non-deflector ski-jump spillway versus % and different tail water depths
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Table 5- Jet length in the whit deflector experiments
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(o ilw) Jol5 (3 pitame (o o) 3 yhmme (Fasiils) OpFe G S
Jet length in complete Jet length in semi Jet length in free Y_c Number of
submerged jump (cm) submerged jump (cm) hydraulic jump (cm) H deflectors
36.77 37.96 40.3 0.027 2
41.21 43.9 46.1 0.035 2
47.18 50.64 53.64 0.043 2
61.14 63.67 66.84 0.049 2
29.53 31.18 33.47 0.027 3
35.64 37.45 38.91 0.035 3
45.76 48.19 49.35 0.043 3
56.13 58.8 60.1 0.049 3
25.62 26.41 27.72 0.027 4
33.37 34.73 35.9 0.035 4
37.25 39.01 40.47 0.043 4
44.13 45.73 46.62 0.049 4
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Table 6- The value of the parameters used in relations 15 and 16
ayly g o
R? Relationship coefficients
g m n D C B A
V0 ik,
0.964 — — — 0.544 -1.475 5.552 1396.718 . ’
Relationship 15
V5 by,
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Extended Abstract

Introduction

In reservoir dams, high Kinetic energy at downstream of their spillways can cause
destruction of the spillway and its surrounding areas which results significant loss of life and
financial loss, so it is necessary to investigate the performance of energy dissipation
structures during its operation. In this regard, the effects of the number of deflectors located
just donsream of its chute on energy dissipation and its projectile length were investigated
experimentally. Deflectors separate the incoming jet to few smaller jets, which pass through
the slut between the deflectors or overflow above the deflectors. Therefore, more air mix
with the jet flow and the separated jets hit each other, the results of which are increase in the
amount of energy dissipation. On the other hand, the existence of deflectors reduces
projectile length, makes smaller submerged ponds easier to maintain, and reduces costs.

Methodology

At the beginning of flume, a ski jump structure, with a height of 100 cm, a length of 90 cm
and a radius of 14 cm was made by the galvanized sheet. Adjustment of the alignment and
location of the hydraulic jump occurred by a slide gate located at the downstream of the
flume. At each stage, the number of deflectors was deployed at the starting point of the
jumper launcher such that the bottom side of the deflector was aligned to the horizon and the
distance of the first deflector from the wall of the flume was halfway between the deflectors.
Experiments were performed at four different ratios of critical depth to the total head (=
0.02, 0.035, 0.03 and 0.049) and three different tailwater depths. In these conditions, the
deflector-free jumper launcher was tested using two, three and four deflectors. Relative
energy dissipation was calculated by measuring the total energy in the upstream reservoir
and downstream of the jetty overflow immediately after the ski jump, and projectile length

was determined using projectile shooting and Get Data Graph Digitizer softwar.
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Results and Discussion

Data analysis showed that for both cases, with deflector and without deflector, the relative
energy dissipation rate decreased with increasing ratio of (Yc)/H , critical depth to the head,
in each of the three adjoining depths. Because with increasing (Yc)/H as the discharge
increases, the jet flows more rapidly mix with the air, which is less effective in resisting the
jet launcher, mixing air and water. At a constant number of deflectors and at a constant (Yc)
/H, the relative energy dissipation rate in the free hydraulic jump is greater than that int semi
submerged jump and in the semi submerged jump more than that in full submerged jump,
because by decreasing the projectile path, the air contact surface as a resisting agent of
motion decreases. Also, at each of the three tailwater water depths, the relative energy
dissipation rate increases as the number of deflectors at (Yc)/H increases. This is due to the
mixing of jets with each other and the ambient air around the projectiles.

In examining the effects of deflectors on the projectile length, the results showed that in
both cases, without deflector and with deflector, the projectile length increased with (Yc)/H
because with increasing (Yc)/H the flow rate increased, The greater depth of flow on steep
slope, the greater slab thickness, the lower slab impact on slip velocity profile, and shear
stress as a fluid impedance factor, and hence the more jet flows into the air and larger
projectile lengths. At a constant (Yc)/H, the projectile length in the free jump was greater
than that of the semi submerged hydraulic jump, and in the semi submerged jump was
greater than that in full submerged jump because of increased depth of passage due to
submerged hydraulic jump and failure to max. The possible path for the jet outlet from the
jumper launcher was to shorten the projectile length. At each of the three steady depths at
constant (Yc)/H, as the number of deflectors increased, the projectile length decreased
because the path-based deflectors acted as bumpers and decreased the jet launch length and
elongation.

Conclusions

The highest relative energy dissipation in four deflectors at (Yc)/H was 0.027 in free
hydraulic jump, 65.87%, and the lowest in two deflectors at (Yc)/H of 0.049 in submerged
full hydraulic jump of 6 52 /% and maximum projectile length in two deflectors, (Yc)/H =
0.049 was obtained to be 66.84 cm in free hydraulic jump for the caes of complete
submerged was equal to 25.62cm. Based on triangular cross section deflector launcher
performance in increasing energy dissipation and decreasing projectile length and saving
running and maintenance costs, it is recomended, in terms of hydraulic and economical
issues, to use deflector on the ski-jump with structural component.

Keywords: Dams, Hydraulic Jump, Ski-Jump, Tailwater Depth
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