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H peBodoAoylkn MPOCoEYYLON HE HLA HaTLA & OXETIKA EpwTAHATA

[Molol pnxaviopoti duvavtal va TTPOKAAECOUV
Bpavon touv ppaypatoc Mnpapac;

[Moleg eival ol KPIOIPEC TTAPAMETPOL KAL TIAPASOXEC
TNg¢ Opavong tou ev Adyw PppAaypatoc, Kal Ttwe
QUTEC LAOTIOLOUVTAL OTA AVTIOTOLXO HOVTEAQ,

[Moleg elval ot tiBaveg SUOPEVEIC KATAOTACELG TOU

Hydrologic
inflow

Hydrograph
resulting
from the

upper dam

breach

OUYKpOTNHatog AALAKHOVA KATA TO EVOEXOHEVO
Bpavong tou ppaypatog (apxikr otadun ZdpnkKiag, Upper Reservoir

il

Routing of

elopoeg amo NMoAudpuTo), Kal Twe avtipetwTtidovatl
UTTO TN HoP P CUVSUACTIKWY OEVAPLWV;

the flood
wave

Mwg xepllopaote TNV Eviovn apepfatdotnta tou

dawvopeVOoU; (TTOANA povTEAQ, PE eEALPETIKA HEYAAO EVPOC EKTIUNOEWV)

MNwc¢ avartapiotatal N dt08guaon Tou TANHHUPLKOU KUHUATOG KL TL ETITITWOELG

EXEL KATA PNKOG NG dladpoung tou;

[Moleg elval ol UVNTIKEC ETUTTTWOELG TWV £V AOYW cevaplwy oToV
Taplevtnpa ZPnKLag;

Yrtapxetl Kivduvog utepmndnong tov ppaypatoc ZpnkKiag Kat TpoKAnong

AAUCLOWTWYV ETUMTWOEWYV KATAVIN;
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Meploxn peAETng — TeXVIKA XapaktnpLotika Epywyv (1)
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Meploxn peAETNG — TEXVIKA XAPAKTNPLOTIKA EPYWYV (2)

A) Artoyn ppaypatog ZpnKLag aro ta
avavtn

B) Oupodpaypata ekKxeAOTN
dpdypatog 2dpnkiag



Mnxavicpol Katappeuvong dpayuatog

As water flows over

As the headcut
the dam crest, it

When the headcut
advances into the

The headcut will continue tg
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br&ad-crested weir.
The &osion process
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dam'’s &nter,
Intact causing theYyeach
dam  to expand and\iden
over time.
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length of the weir
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causing the weir
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As the piping hole
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progresses, expands, the The process of
water to flow erosion and material above it headcutting and
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2EVAPLA TIPOCOHOLWGONG TNG dtacwAnvwong ¢paypatog

Y
Final Side slopes Breach — T
Scenario Nr. Methodology breach of breach formation \ By y,
width (m) (H:V) time (h) I
1 MacDonald et al. (1984) 50 0.5 1.2 v .
2 Froehlich (1995) 29 0.9 0.5 ' ’ hp B
3 Froehlich (2008) 28 0.7 0.47 H
Dam erodibility Medium i3
b Y
4a Von Thun and Gillette (1990) 116 0.5 0.99 | N |
Sa Xu and Zhang (2009) 28 0.6 1.32
Dam erodibility High Xapaktnplotika ueyetn pnyuatoc (mrapadoxec LHovTEAOU)
4b Von Thun and Gillette (1990) 116 0.5 0.56 12000
5b Xu and Zhang (2009) 38 1.05 0.69 nArIIJHUPlKéc 6VKOQ'
10000 :
10.3 hm? (g€ oplopov
Software: BASEbreach g o (dlog yla 0Aa ta oevapla)
Macchione (2008) 6 é
beter (2017) ; ) -
8 3

Peter Calibrated (Peter et al. 2018)

4000

2000

E€etadovtal 10 oevapla dtacwARvwong pe dladopeTika
HOVTEAQ Kal TIapadoxEC TOUE, KAl TTapAyovTal Ta avtiotoa
TMAnpuUpoypadnpata, AOyw tTne Bpavong touv ppAypatod.
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EKTipnon MANHHUPLKWY ALXHWYV UE EUTIELPLKEC OXECELG

Method Empirical formula

USBR (1982) Q = 19.1(h,,)'8>

MacDonald and Langridge- _ 0412
Monopolis (1984) Q = 1.154(V, hy)

Froehlich (1995b) Q = 0.607V,%%%p,, 124
Q

, v, 5/3
Xu and Zhang (2009) v 1274

B 0199 717 173
=0.175(—d) <W ) eBs

Qmax (m?/s)
15,213

3,951
6,251

6,171(medium)

8,916 (high) '

h, h,
SCS (1981) Q = 16.6(h,,)'8> 13,222
Hagen (1982) Q = 0.54(Shy)® 10,516
Singh and Srg;rason (1984) 0 = 13.4(hy)% 12,969
Singh and Slzg;rason (1984) 0 = 1.776(5)047 3.503
Costa (1985) (1) Q = 1.122(5)%%7 12,111
Costa (1985) (2) Q = 0.981(Shy)%*? 3,978
Costa (1985) (envelope) Q = 2.634(Shy)"4* 15,865
Evans (1986) Q = 0.72V, %53 3,741
Napapetpot Emeénynon Twn
hw (m) Yyog OyKou veEpOU uTEPAVW TOU onpeiov Evapéng tng Bpavong 37
vw (m®) ‘Oyko¢ vepoU UTIEPAVW TOU onpeiov évapéng tng Bpavong 10,250,000
S(m?) ATTOONKEVTIKOTNTA TAPLIEVTAPA LTIEPAVW TOU onpeiou Evapéncgtne Opavone | 10,250,000
hd (m) Yyog dpayparog 38
Mapduetpot yia p¢6odo Xu and Zhang (2009)
hr XapaktnploTiko VYo dLaxwpLoPoU HETAED HEYAAWV Kal HLKPpWV Gpaypdtwy 15
b3 JUVIEAEOTAC yla XWHATWVO dpayua -0.649
b4 JUVIEAEOTNC yla 0eVAPLO dlacwAvwaong -1.039
b5 high JuvteAeoTn ¢ yla uPnAn dlaBpwaolpotnTa -0.007
b5 medium JuvteAeotngyla pEon dappwotpotnta -0.375
B4 high b3+ b4 +b5high -1.695
B4 medium b3+ b4 +b5medium -2.063
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MANUPUPLIKEC ALXHEC HOVIEAWV TPOGOHOLWONG:
* Méon: 6,744 m3/s

* Mégyiotn: 10,188 m3/s

[MANUHUPLIKEC ALXHEC EPTIELPLKWV CXECEWV:
 Méon: 7,908 m3/s

* Mégyiotn: 15,865 m3/s



Kataption aviinmpoowteuTtikoL MAnHHupoypadpnpatog Opavong

Ta cevapla aroTuTtwyvouyV TNV
gvtovn aBepatotnta twv
Unxaviopwy Bpavong, Tng
HovTEAOTIOINON G TOUG, KAl TWV
LOXUOVTWYV CUVONKWV.

ZNTOUMPEVO N KATAPTLON €VOC
AVILMTPOCWTEVTLIKOU oevapiouv,
TIOL AvVATIaPLoOTA Eva PpALVOUEVO
Bpavong «geong» Tbavotntag.

O peoocg 0poC TWV TTapoxwy (MEco
OEVAPLO) UTTOEKTIUA TNV aAXun,
AOyw OLadpOoPETIKWY OXNHATWY TWV

Alapopdwon avilmpoowTIEUTIKOU
TTANPPUpOYPAdNUATOC WOTE Va
avartapayovtal N HEon awXpn Kat
TO HE€CO XPOVLIKO TtpodiA Twv
eéetalopevwy oevapiwv.
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AL10deuon MANMHUPLKOU KUHATOC KATAVTN ToU ppaypatog

* Katdaption 2D povteAou dodeuong Ue Xpron
WnolakoL Movtedou Edadouc (WME)
avaiuong 2x2 m ano to KtnpatoAoyto.

* To povtEAo avamtuxBnke oto AOYLOHULKO
HEC-RAS touv US Army Corps of Engineers kaut
OUYKEKPLUEVA OTNV TAEOV TPAcdatn EKS00N
Tou (6.6).

: | A *© Baolkeg MapadoxEC HovIEAOU:

*
JO

- Awakptlrotmoinon otowxeiwv 50 x 50 m

— Xpoviko BApa 1.0 s. (kpttpto CFL)

- Manning =0.06

— Avavtn oplakn cuvOnkKn:
TANUpLpoypadnua Bpavong

- Katavtn opiakn cuvOnkn:
AZY tng 2dpnkiag (+146.00)

Wnplako uovtédo edapouc, Stdtaotatn epLoxn ponc Kot OpLaKEC OUVINKEC
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Flood wave propagation between the upper and the lower reservoir: Results

A) Meyiotn
Taxutnta

7000

— Q¢on Bpadong ppayparog
6000

Karéavtn (petdn d163evon)
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‘;; 14
E 4000 AVTITPOCWTIEVUTLKO
= y
=
5 3000 cevVAapLo
=]
=

2000

1000

0
"‘°S‘3¢1&$3§'35$$$EESSS%ggE%E
Xpoviké Bripa (min)

>2UYKPLON avavtn Kat katavin mtAnuuupoypadpnpatog
KAl OYKWV:

* ‘EvtoveckAioslc edddouc 2 HIKPOC XPOVOC
votEPNOoNG (~ 5min) 2 HKpN e€opaAuvon aypwv
(buopevecg: 0,2%, evpevecg 0.4%,
AVTUTPOOWTEVUTLKO: 0.2%)

* Olavtiotol ol TANUMHUUPLKOL OYKOL Kupaivovtal ano

6.9 £w¢ 8.3 hm?3 (dykog Ttou aneAsuBepwveTtal Katd
N Bpavion 10.5 hm?3)

11



Al0devon mAnppupoypadnuatog Opavong

* 4 oevdpla — YOPONAEKTPIKO ZUYKPOTNUA
AANGkuova: oo
2.UVOUQONOC 2 udpoypa@nUATWY 6000
KAaTdppeuong avavrn (avTITTpoowTTEUTIKO & o
OUOMEVEC) UE 2 TPOTTOUG AEITOUPYIOG TOU
OUYKPOTHUATOG 'y

- Kardortaon Adpdveiag: 0 b s

O Kapia pory HETAEU Twv DR e TR e O 10203040 50 60 70 80 %0 100 10 120
Tapieutnpwv(rfNoAuuto — ZenNKIa —
Acwpuarta)

0 OAa ta TEXVIKA apXIKA KAEIOTA 14000

d Ztpopihor (600 m3/s) oe TTAApN Asitoupyia
META atrd 10 AetrTd

0 Oupeg uttepxeINioTWV (EWS 1600 m3/s)
avoiyouv oTadlakd evrog 30 AeTTTwyv

151.0

8000
150.0

Inflow

----- Outflow 149.0

148.0

Level{m)

4000
147.0
3000

2000 B it DTS 146.0

Discharge (m3/s)

145.0

Time (min) Time (min)

151.0

Inflow 150.0

----- Outflow

10000 149.0

8000

Level (m)

148.0
6000

147.0
4000

Discharge (m3/s)

o’ . 2000 femmmmmmmmhommmm oo e 146.0
 Karaotaon NAnupupag: .
145.0
[ MANPNG AeIToupyikr IKAVOTNTA O€ OAEG TIG 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 0 10 20 30 40 50 6 70 8 9 100 110 120
, Time (min) . .
EYKATAOTAOEIG Time (min)
O 21a6epn ciopor) otn Zenkid: 1,720 m3/s XpovooeIpéc elopowv Evavtt SIOXETEUUEVWY EKPOWV (apLoTEPA) Kat oTABLNG
H EKpor'] “éo'w O'TPOBI’)\(DVZGOO m?3/s + 'IT)\I"]p(L)Q tautevtipa (6eéla) yia ta oevaptla 1 (Avw ypagnua) kat 4 (kdtw ypagnua). H

, , KOKKLVN ypapun urtodnAWVEL Tn aTEWn Tou ¢ppayuatoc.
QVOIXTOG UTTEPXEIAIOTNG 12



EKTipnon emumtwoewyv AOYyw Toouvapl: Oewpntikn TPOCEYYLOoN

z

‘\ 14 14 4 ’
* [lpoocopolwon dnutoupyiag KUUATOC aro thv
1o . katoAioBnan. a1
T Ve \A « EEaoBévion kbpatog Adyw TpiBn¢ nubugva, Aoyw  ; .,
r—— — — — —_——— =
] 0 Y akuvikrg dtadoon¢ Kau mepiBAacnc.
d I i P |k L -
n(et) = 2W.\E{Ai[zu +1,0)] - 4; [Z(x +1L0)+ m]} -
h'g(t) Limm LV (1) J -2.00 4
J; t ’g(t B T) Ai [Z(xjt ) T)] ' o 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
P 1 1 Time step (sec)
+ NG mAi[Z(x,t - DI{AilZ(2L, 7)]
+ Ai[Z(0,7)[}dr AmoteA€auarta ¢ emiAuanc tng dtagopikng eéiowanc
Uyouc Kuuaroc.
Initial wave = Wave height Run- Maximum .
??tt?m height at after up, R water level Distance
riction the dam diffraction (m) (m) (m) from dam
coefficient, f,, (m) crest (m)
0.05 3.5 1.5 3.7 149.7 1.0
0.50 1.9 0.8 2.0 148.0 2.7
1.00 1.3 0.5 1.4 147.4 3.3

Baoika amroteA€ouata tn¢ OewpnTikA¢ avaAuaonc yla TPELG TILEC TOU
ouvteAeatn tplBNC ubueva.

0\ 0.20

R =2aexp(0.4¢) 7

lwviec kat ouvteAeateg mepiBAaonc, KaBw e kat arroatacn AMWAEWWVY A0yw TPIBNAC

’ 13
rubueva.



Ektipnon emmtwoewyv Aoyw toouvapt: Huepmepitkn mpooeyyion (1)

348500
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4473000
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4471000

4471000

4470400

4470000~
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4470000

4400500 - 448950

343000 143520 344000 3448500 345000 348500 348000 650

lewpetpla Tou TauleuTnpa 2nKIAc Kat xapaktnploTika onueia mou

artetkovidouv tn dtadpour ToU KULATOC ITOU ITapayeTatl aro ToV OyKO VEPOU

Tou ¢tavetl ato anueio A.

* Edappoyr pebodoloyiag mou mpoteivetal amo to Epyaothptlo
YdpauAkng, YopoAoyiag kat MayetwvoAoyiag touv ETH Zurich (Evers

et al., 2019)
* XpPAON EUTMELPLKWYV OXECEWV VLA TNV EKTiPNON TNC dnHoupyiag
KUHATLoHoU, duadoong (2D / 3D) kat uttoAoylopo avappixnong
* Mgpocg uttoAoylotikng dtadikaoiag vttootnpidetat
e epyaAeio uAomtolnpEvo oe excel

TTou eivat dtabgoipo amo
https://zenodo.org/records/3492000

{u,



https://zenodo.org/records/3492000

Ektipnon emumtwoewyv Aoyw toouvapt: Hulepmepltkn mpooeyyion (2)

r=1,392m, y = 48°

2,544 m

h=56m

________

AwatouecAB, AC, CD, kat DE.

h=56 m

ZNHavILKA anooBecn Tou KLUHPATOC TTapatTnPEEeital Katd PAKog
TN dladpopnc dladoong AOyw AKTIVIKAG dtaocTtopag Kal TPPARG
muOpEva.

Yyopetpa kopudpng KUPAtog o€ BacIKA onpeia:

0 Znpeio B (660 m, 0° ywvia): 6.4 m

0 Znpeio C (1392 m, 48° ywvia): 1.9 m

O Znpeio E (ppaypa, 4440 m): 0.55 m

Ektipinoeig avappixnong (R):
0 ZnpeioB:~18m
O Znpeio E:~1.41m
2upBatd pe to BewpnTIKO OEVAPLO
Xpovol adpLéng KUpatog oe Kpiolya onpeia:
O Amno to onueio A oto B: 31 seconds
O Amo to A oto ppaypa (E): 208 seconds
[MoAU vwplitepa amo tnv kopudwon Tou dLodEVOUEVOU
vdpoypadnuatog (~27 Aemta)
Kploweg emmtwoelg mou anogpevxdnkav:

O MBavn emtikdaAuvPn Kopudnc TEOLVAUL KAl TTANUHUPLKOU
vdpoypadnuatog Ba uTmopovcE VA TIPOKAAETEL
untepmdnon tou ppaypatog Zpnkiag

0 Kivduvog aAucildwtwy acTtoXlwyV 0To USPONAEKTPLKO
ocUuoTNUa Katavn

15



ZUUTtEpacHata

AutAn Asttoupyia Tou KaBLlotd 1o €pY0 HOVASLKO OE OXEoN HE AAAA yLla TNV ATTOBNKEVON EVEPYELAC.

Alepelvnon SUVNTIKWY ETUTITWOEWYV KATAPPEUONC TOL KLPLwe dppaypatog (ta duo auxevika dev amoTeAeocav
AVTIKEIPHEVO avaAuong AOYyw TIOAU PIKPOU PJEYEBOUC KAl PN ETILPPONG OE KATAVTH TIEPLOXEC KAl UTIOOOUEC).
Alepelvnon MoAAAMAWYV oevVapPLWYV KAl TPOT3LOPLOMOC AVILITPOOCWTEVUTIKOU TTANHHUpoypadRuatoc.
AwdLaotatn VB POSUVANLKE TIPOCGOHOLWGN TNE PONG VLA TO TIAEOV EVUHEVEC, SUOHEVEC KAl AVILITPOCWTIEVTLKO
ogvaplo.

AlepeVVNON EMMTWOEWYV OTOV TAULEVTAPA ZPNKLAG: a) SLOSEUCN TANHHUPLKWYV TIAPOXWYV HECW TEXVIKWY
Epywyv (yia diadopec kataotaoelg Asttoupyiag NMoAudputou Kal ZPnKLAg) Kal B) KUPATIOPOC HOPPC TCOLVAML.
Aev TpOoKUTTEL KivOUVOoCg UTtEPTRONONCG ToU ppaypatog ZPnKiag Aoyw dLodeuong TANHHUPLKWY AWV
(avuPwon 2.3 m tavw aro AZA Kat 2.4 m KATw armo tn otePn oto SUCPEVECSTEPO OEVAPLO).

Avappixnon Adyw toouvapt ektipatal gyetagu 1.4 kat 3.7 m adnvovracg neplbwplo acpaieiag amo 3.3 wg 1.0
m, o€ oXeon Ye tn otedn (onuaviikeg apeBatotnteg, eEAPETIKA TIEPITTAOKO TIPOLBANHA LOPODUVAUIKAC).

OLdvo0 dlepyaoieg eV CUHTIIITOUV XPOVLIKA (pEyLloTn avuPpwon otadung Aoyw dodsuong ~ 30min, o
Kupatlopog ¢tdavel otn B€on tov ppaypatoc os ~ 3 -5 min).

AvayKn KAtapTiong HETPWYV a) cuvtrpnong-rtapakoAovdnong, B) mpostolpacia kat ekrtaidevon katy) ZAEK aro

levikn Mpappateia NMoAwtikng MNpootaciag o cuvepyaoia pe AEH A.E.
16
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