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Fig.1 Closure model layout of Dagang Mountain Project
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Table 2 Results obtained by the fixed closure model test
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Table 5 Test Results of single closure dike with bi-directional closure in fixed bed and mobile bed models
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Study on Experiment of River Closure of Dagang Mountain

Hydropower Station Project

WABG Ji-bao'* ,GUO Hong-min'
(1. College of Civil & Hydroelectric Engineering of Three Gorges University, Yichang 443002, China;

2. College of Water Conservancy and Hydropower Engineering, Hohai University, Nanjing 210098, China)

Abstract; By eight river closure scheme tests about Dagang Mountain Hydropower Station Project, the flow charac-

teristics of closure-gap during the closure was analyzed, the equivalent diameter of dumped ripraps and reasonable

intensity of dumping in the different closure-gap widths were decided. The closure result shows that the single-dike

bidirection end dumping closure is feasible, successful, which provides a scientific basis for implementation of clo-

sure work.

Key words :river closure; closure-gap; closure dike; model experiment





