AERI

A=Y o/ IYAA Gl /VY 2ylowd [T+ Ao/ iS5 9 (65l (g0 5w cwiigee Coliyioes

B T 5 3Shos p oy Lo HgiSUdd dygly 1 (owy
#T15T 48 b 9 015 daclows! b9y

Ol edsdse Hauls gaiz cumio oRidls ()l jee cwaige caSladls Hleiils g ol s IS (saoeiils ioad 54y =Y g )
YWAMSIYA oy 2,6 AN YANT/E bl o &,

owS>

590t Al )3 3 (Silog i Clamnsli amy Igd 39,9 adar 31 (TIS o ot s LSl (6399 0 13,5 sloxy!
Copod! 39 Sl ay Ty 385 Caely 4 (55 (6,13 20 10 jLome 135 (5o (oaa (il I3 (ypliyglS
1250 8 3o 315 GEALS a5 g T Ly 9K 39t LKl ol (gl 31 oaliseol 33 (WL
Sy 3 Sdas 8555 pmi om0 (99,5 40 gBly 498> dygly 1 ( (AEalojl iRgmy (il 43 3,13 3929 (3350
Cilise (g9 )l d ¢ygtiko (il (1) Commal D0l (1 €Sl (il Bl sl Bos oguad &1 (pSlB (S S
L ol b g (wy 2 423V 9V 8 Jslae o Blpo0l dgl yaedi L 5L5 (gl pom0 p3 595080 (5 55,5 ey
4S5 315 s L g 9 205 s gl (A Jie) 599Dy it 3 35 sl 43 3ot gl
9 9 09 (%0 (6130 ot 5l 1 HEALS g (50 Ol g 1 Ol pdS LS Sl > 9S8 (555 By
L 5985 51 odlisiu! ylonj (1500 3yl o (5o 3,05 (il jmnt (oS Sl Bila3 1 192 39, 51 (535 5l 5
Jalod > e i ialS ao 3 00 dgds Sl jebdn a0 T eyl i Ay Cannd v )3 VY Bl ool Ayl
9@ Syl Ayl (SLd ol b Ol jed 45 s (sl (pignod (il )2 3R] (os g 48,5 O jg0 Comwlus
< (S/Di)er yiolyley (rampa 3 48 (5 y9bds 9T yl> (o (3 il Gmos (im0 y3 (2 jmmnt I Sl FT 39,8 e

ol Gliia 93 e D Y Jdlo @ drglj ) Comd e 3 VY Jdlo @ dygl; 3 Frodgyd das jd ki (il

SolS sbvejlg

2 Gl Gos (1> ,5 JSWS (59,5 3y T (o2 Ol

os iblS g Kol a g o g5 ¢S] sloul
P59 o0 Sl gT:‘o)_f >0 A_abu“;a oy )95
)_5.:1 Sy o o) Slae QT o b
4o pl sl (Sarkardeh, 2017) o4 o nlez i
)Lza )1)_: w.aol_f Codgd—sne “rgiéﬁ 6@0@9).3.3
S d ey ol ool Jdoa o e (glo o 40
ol gills, mle e dya & vn Ly Cls, 5
N Ssa a4 > Lo (Amiri et al, 2011)

1)Qox

W slacls 3

donio
s 8 sla b o 5 JaSis Lyl o
O 4 (6955 alBog, (oo Jdis Jdoa,
<l e 5l g0t 5 Brman Gali8l 5 5 Lo
ol 55 o ol gl Sl il 0 0y s
$93,9 4les po Slo, S ol Lyl 8 5 b
aile SIS o ¢ Jsle oyl 09— o Logo L 551
el ol ) szl g L35 LS Lol s
gl sl plrt (iSo gl plonly a0

A bl a S ol o 0 1) (68g,9 Byba sy O

http://doi: 10.22092/idser.2019.125989.1385
Ad

e

Email: lashkarara@jsu.ac.ir g 005,55



A=YV e Lo/ VYAA (ytmnj VY ko Y+ e/ a5 (55l (51003l oiigee Colinlios

Sl L o )5 45 cnl 51,5 (Sl 3l
35 o0 )8 ol a 09,9 Bl jo ou s JSi
Ll o Jobow lss oo 1) Sy ol (o -V JS)
S ey o ool Ll ¥ g9 o, 5 LSS
= Gl s 51 (S) ;=T Gl il e
(=Y o) 09 sos =0T o)lg Iy il yiios
S Se 5l S S dal, i o] peSe e o
JS8) S o 3980 Sl ()0 any I B o
St Lyl Jolie 5 Copndg oyl 45 (z -

L oS chigdoon e £ L5 ) £95 (2 )0 (oS0
amliee pialid 5 Ol 008 ls, S e Sl
E9= Slogar 4y a>g L opl ulo (Hecker, 1987)
s 1% 50 go lacls S s o o, 8
T I R e e e e
ol gl sl ) S Jdsa 55 F g
sl el b, Ko 5la b e cenl KT g0
21 ol e 5 4 S Loy Sl =ik
s e s

155 sl 20l5 g .5

g

=
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V T2: surface dimple;
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V T3: dye core to intake;
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V T4: vortex pulling floating
trash, but not air
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V T5: vortex pulling air
bubbles to intake

V Té: full air core to intake
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Fig. 1- Vortex classification (Hecker, 1987)
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S/Di 2 3 4 5
a(®) 11 7 3 Rf* 11 7 3 Rf 11 7 3 Rf 11 7 3 Rf
VT 4 5 6 Us** 4 4 6 Us 4 4 4 Us 3 4 4 6
* Reference model
**Unsteady
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Table 3- Vortex type in different Fr

Fr 2.3 2.8 3.3 3.8

a(®) 11 7 3 Rf 11 7 3 Rf 11 7 3 Rf 11 7 3 Rf

VT 6 6 6 Us 4 5 6 Us 4 4 5 6 3 3 3 6
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Extended Abstract

Introduction

Formation of air-entraining vortices in an intake leads to unsteady flow and cause problems
such as vibration in hydro mechanical equipment, abnormal noises, severe fluctuations in
local pressures and exacerbated cavitation conditions (Chen & Chen, 2015). As stated by
(Sarkardeh, 2017) the stronger vortex the greater will be its negative effects on intake
performance. There have been many studies on the critical submerged depth and vortex
formation in intakes. (Kocabas & Yildirim, 2002) investigated the effect of rotational flow
on the critical submerged depth in intakes and found that the vortex formation with the air-
core vortex and the critical submerged depth was significantly dependent on the approach
flow conditions and the inlet geometry. Therefore, a separate case study should be
undertaken to address any structure with a particular geometry. In this paper, the effect of
flow rate deviation due to the use of a deflector on a vertical intake was investigated. In this
paper, also the variation of submerged depth, Froude number, vortex type, and critical
submerged depth was discussed.

Methodology

In this study, different scenarios were created by varying the deflector angle from 3 to 11
degrees. In order to measure the discharge rate, the flow passes an electromagnetic flow
meter with a full-scale accuracy of +0.2%. A depth gauge with an accuracy of +0.05 mm
was used to measure the water head on the intake crest. Given that the critical submerged
depth is in agreement with the nature of the type 4 vortex (Naderi & Gaskin, 2018).
Therefore, in experiments with the observation of type 4 vortex, the critical submerged
depth was determined. Then, according to the dimensional analysis and the results of the last
experiments, the key factors affecting the critical submerged depth, including deflector
angle (a) and Froude number (Fr) were identified. The range of variation of the tested
parameters included in deflector angle (o) of 3, 7 and 11 degrees, the discharge of 2 to 26
liter/s and the Froude number of 0.3 to 3.9.
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Results and Discussion

After processing experimental observations, the trend of the rating curve changes, the
relative submerged depth versus the Froude number, as well as the vortex type were
evaluated. The results showed that the flow with a higher deviation angle o has a steeper
rating curve. In other words, the angle a has a direct effect on the spherical sink surface
sector, so that by increasing the angle a, the effective cross-sectional area of the flow
decreases, resulting in a reduced spherical sink surface sector, and leading to a weak
performance of the intake. This caused water to be stored in the reservoir for low
discharges. According to the experimental observations at a fixed Froude number, the
greater the angle o, the lower the relative submerged depth. To be more precise, the
deflector inside the intake, in turn, compresses the air-core vortex and moves it upstream,
thereby creating weak vortices and reducing the amount of rotation of the flow on the crest,
thus it was observed that with increasing the angle o at a constant Froude number, less
relative submersion depth was required. On the other hand, decreasing the angle of o causes
the vortex core to be emitted outward, so more rotation was needed to maintain this vortex.
Therefore, in this situation, the intake at a constant Froude number requires a greater relative
submersed depth.

Conclusions

The results of this study showed that the use of a deflector in the vertical intake, in addition
to reducing the critical submerged depth, weakens the formation of a vortex, stabilizes
reservoir water level changes, and prevents unsteady flow conditions. The results also
revealed that an increase in deviation angle o and consequently the Froude number, allowed
the vortex compression effect to impose the greatest impact on the relative submerged depth
(S/D).
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