- g

(PR U —

STORM SURGE EFFECTS OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER-GULF OUTLET

Study A

Prepared by

Dr. Charles L.. Bretschneider
Dr. J. Ian Collins

Prepared for
U.S. Army Engineer District (New Orleans)
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 60267
New Orleans 9, Louisiana

Contract No., DA-16-047-CIVENG-66-316

NESCO Report SN-326-A

September 9, 1966

NATIONAL ENGINEERING SCIENCE COMPANY
711 South Fair Oaks Avenue
Pasadena, California, 91105




(4

CONTENTS

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS . . . vt v v v v s et oo e v
1.1 General Introduction .. ... .. .. ...
1.2 Locations of Study Area . ... . ... v o
1.3 Objectives of Study . .. .. .. ..., ...
1.4 Summary of Methods Used . ... ..........
1.5 Summary and Conclusions . . . .. ... ... ...

THEORY
2.1 Theory for Storm Tide . .. ... ... ... ...

Theory for Regression Correlation . ... ... ..

Theory for Channel Conveyance and

Wind Action Effects . . . .. ... v v v v v v v
2.4 Theory for Numerical Surge Routing in the

Vicinity of the Inner Harbor

Navigation Canal .. .. ... v i oo
2.5 Choice of Coefficients for the Open Coast. . ...

THE EFFECT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER-GULF
OUTLET ON SURGE ELEVATIONS IN STUDY
AREA A e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e s

3.1 Results of Numerical Surge Routing . . ... ...
3.2 Effects of Channel Conveyance and Surface
Wind Stress . v v v v v v v v e e e e e e e
HURRICANE WINDS AND SURGE PREDICTIONS . . ... ..
4.1 Hurricane Tracks ... ... ... ...
4,2 Choice of Traverses to be Used for
Predictions ... .. . . 0 e e e
Results for Hurricane Betsy ., .. ... ... .. ..
Results for Synthetic Hurricanes . ... ......
REFERENCGES . . . i it ittt ot e e e et s ot e et e e v u

iii




APPENDIX A

APPENDIX B

APPENDIX C

APPENDIX D

APPENDIX E

CONTENTS

{Continued)
Page

Computer Program for Bathystrophic

Storm Tide Equations . . . .. v v v v v v v v v v v 85
Synthetic Hurricane Windfields . . . . . ... ... .. 95
Computer Program for Generation of Wind

Stress Components along a Traverse . .. ... ... 111
Computer Program for Surge Routing in a

Channel. . ... .. .. e e e e e ... 119
Derivation of the Planform Factor. .. .. e e ... 129

iv

L1

)

PO PP

o v



1. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

1.1 General Introduction

Hurricane Betsy struck in the vicinity of New Orleans on September 9,
1965, causing widespread damage from flooding as well as hurricane

winds,

This report, on the basis of detailed studies of Hurricane Betsy and
how it affected the New Orleans area, attempts to evaluate the effects
of the Gulf Outlet Channel on hurricane storm tides. The results of
this study were then used to predict high surge levels for six chosen

synthetic hurricanes,

1.2 Locations of Study Area

The specific study area consists of the area extending generally from
the southern end of the Mississippi River~Gulf Outlet to the Inner
Harbor Navigation Canal in New Orleans, Louisiana, and the adjacent
areas within confining levees. A general location map is shown as

Fig. L

1.3 Objectives of Study

The primary objective of this study was to determine surge'elevations
at key locations within the study area utilizing the best available tech-
niques and data. Accurate surge predictions are required to support
decisions required in the design of authorized levees and associated

works.

A secondary, though equally important, objective was the evaluation
of the effects of the Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet Channel, spoil banks
and associated works on the hurricane surge environment within the

study area.
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1.4 Summary of Methods Used

The first step was the evaluation of the hurricane wind fields for
Hurricane Betsy and six synthetic hurricanes. The open coast storm

surges were computed using the bathystrophic storm tide theory.

Hurricane Betsy and the synthetic hurricanes used in this study can be
considered as relatively large storms which produce comparatively

slow rising storm surges. The relative effect of the Gulf Qutlet Chan-
nel on surge elevations can be expected to be extremely dependent upon

the rate of rise of the storm surge.

The effects, in the vicinity of the Inner Harbor Navigation Canal, due to
rapidly and slowly rising surges were evaluated numerically for four

cases;

I Existing levees with no Gulf Outlet Channel
1I Existing levees with the Gulf Outlet Channel
111 Proposed levees with the Gulf Outlet Channel
v Proposed levees with no Gulf Outlet Channel
One further check on the effect of the Gulf QOutlet Channel was made by
estimating the increased rate at which water could enter the area near

the Inner Harbor Navigation Canal due to the Gulf Outlet Channel.

1.5 Summary and Conclusions

Hurricane Betsy was classified as producing a slow rising surge.

Based on the numerical computations and estimates of channel convey-
ance effects, Hurricane Betsy would have produced essentially the same
peak surge elevations whatever the conditions prevailing in Area A.

The results are summarized in Table I. The degree of confidence




TABLE I

Peak Surge Predictions for Hurricane Betsy for Four Cases

Station
A B C D E F
Hurricane
and Case
Betsy I 10. 2 9.2 9.4 10.5 9.3 9.1

11 10.2 9.6 10.0 10.9 9.7 9.5
I11 10. 2 9.6 9.8 10.9

v 10.2 9.6 9.8 10.9

inherent in the predictions for Hurricane Betsy is satisfactory fromthe
theoretical point of view because the history of Betsy' s movement leads

to relatively smooth variations in the wind regime.

The synthetic hurricanes were judged to behave more in the manner of
Hurricane Betsy producing a slow rising surge. The predicted surge

peaks are summarized in Table II.

It is seen that the effect of the Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet is almost
negligible for all large hurricanes accompanied by slow rising storm
surges. It may be expected that once in a while a storm may occur
which has a somewhat freakish. more rapidly rising surge in which
case the Gulf Outlet Channel miay have a very marked effect. However,
such a storm will not produce ‘ides which are as high as the more

critical hurricane tracks such as Betsy or the synthetic hurricanes.

at



TABLE II

Summary of Synthetic Hurricane Surge Peaks for

Stations A, B, C, D, E and F for Four Different Cases

Station A B C D E F
Hurricane | Hurricane | Case
Track
Sigma SPH I .11 9.7} 9.9110.4 .5
11 .1110,1110,3]10.8 .9
111 .1110,1110.3110.8
v .1110,1110.3110.8
PMH I 10.4111.34§11.64{12.2411.1(11.1
1I 10.8|11.7412.0(12.6111.5111.5
III 10.8{11.7112.012.6
v 10.8 |11.7112.0112.6
Chi SPH 1 9.5110,0110.3110.8] 9.8} 9.
II 9,9110,4110.7 {11.2110.2}10.3
III 9,9 ({10.4110.7 }11.2
v 9.9 110.4{10.7 (11,2
PMH I 11.3411.7¢11.,9}12.7 {11.5{11.5
II 11.7112.1112.3|13.1(11.9{11.9
111 11.7]12.1]12.3]13.1
v 11,7 12,1 (12.3 (13,1
Epsilon SPH I 10.541 9.9110.1110.6| 9.7} 9.8
11 10.9 110.3110.5111.0110.11}10.2
111 10.9 110.3|10.5|11.0
v 10.9 110.3110.5111.0
I 12,5 [11.31(12.01{12.4{11.3{11.4
II 12.9111.,7112.4112.8 {11,7111.8
111 12.9 111.7[12.4{12.8
v 12.9 ]11.7 112.412.8




2. THEORY

2.1 Theory for Storm Tide

The basic hydrodynamic equations expressing the conservation of
momentum for the motion of water under the action of driving forces

can be written as,

Acceleration = total applied force per unit mass
That is,
dQ T T an
—¥ - - 8S , sy _ by _ B
= 0 - gD 5+ > 5 W P + gD < (1)
H
3
w -t LM
% 8 o B w = g:) g
— S O o5 ¥ O w e 5
9 oo g o g0 £ oY
5 = o o H G 2 @
0 n 0 Bh Mun AN Sm
dQ T T on
X as X bx o)
= - < - — - W P 2
= Q- gD 37t D + gD 33 (2)

The above two equations together with the continuity equation

38 BQX 30
3t + 3Ix + Ay =P (3)

yield a system in which the two discharge components Qx’ Qy’ and the

surge elevation S can be solved.

The symbols and units used in Eqgs. 1, 2, and 3 and the following

equations are defined on the following page.



w

the surge height, feet

discharge in the direction of the x-axis, ft3/sec

per foot of width

discharge in the direction of the y-axis, ft3/sec

per foot of width

distance measured along a line perpendicular to

the mean offshore bottom topography, feet
distance measured parallel to the shoreline, feet
time, seconds

2wsin ¢, Coriolis parameter

w=7.28x 107> rad/sec, angular velocity of earth
latitude in degrees

acceleration of gravity, 32.2 ft/sec2

water depth, feet

wind stress parallel to coast per unit volume,
(ft/sec)2

bottom stress parallel to coast per unit volume,
2
(ft/sec)

wind stress perpendicular to coast, per unit

volume, (ft/sec)&

bottom stress perpendicular to coast, per unit

volume, (ft/sec)‘2
density of water, slu.gs/ft3

wind speed component perpendicular to coast,

ft/sec

wind speed component parallel to coast, ft/sec



——

i

n = inverted barometer effect, feet of water

it

precipitation rate, ft/sec

For a slow moving storm, the equilibrium wind equation can be deduced

from Eq. 1. The assumption of slow motion (no time-dependent variables)

and one-dimensional motion {(no y-dependent variables) reduces Eqgs. 1,

2, and 3 to,

Surface slope = wind stress + inverse barometric effect.
T on
35S sX 0
e J 4
gh Ax p + gD dx (4)
with
pe
5X - kWZ cos @

this equation reduces to the classical Corps of Engineers formula,

1 2
n = Z gﬁkw cos@g Ax + T]O (5)

Where 710 is the normal astronomical tide plus the inverse barometric

effect.

A significant improvement on this method was originally proposed by
Freeman, Baer and Jung (1957) and called the bathstrophic storm tide.
The assumption of a slow moving storm is required and the theory is a
quasistatic one. The effects of longshore currents are considered and
these produce corrections to the more simple storm tide computation of

Eq. 5 because of the Coriolis effect.



The x-component in Eq. 1 is assumed to be a steady state condition such .

that,

dQ
dt X

(6)

The precipitation P will be neglected because it is very small for most

hurricanes when compared with such terms as Tsx/p, etc., Also the

variation in storm tide elevation along the coast will be assumed as

small compared with the variation perpendicular to the coast. That is,

35 3S
Sy << 33

Making use of Egs. 6 and 7, Egs. 1 and 2 become

T - T 3y
35S 5X bx o
fQ - gb e + —————p + gD S

I
o

Tsy " Tby _dQ

) dt

(The subscript vy on Q can be dropped since by condition (Eq. 6),

Q =Q and Q =0.)
y X

(7)

(8) ,.

The values of Tox’ Tbx’ ‘rsy, Tby and ‘no have to be determined. For

a wind blowing at an angle 8§ with the x-axis, the surface stress compo-

nents are given by Eqgs. 10 and 11.

TSX

2
= kW cos 8
p

Ts 2
py = kW sin@

where k a~ 3 x 10’6 following Saville (1952).

10

(10)

(11)




The bottom stress components are a little more difficult to determine.
On the assumption of a uniform velocity distribution and making use of
the Manning formula following Freeman et al (1957), the bottom stress

components are given by Eqs. 12 and 13.

T KQQ
bx - X (12)
p D?/B
K
Thy ) QQ\; (13)
) D7"/3

Following the assumption of Eq. 6, it is seen that Tbx’/p is negligible
when based on uniform flow conditions. Reid (1964) has demonstrated

that K is related to Manning's n by
K ~ 15n2 (14)

More strictly, the bottom stress terms arise because of friction of the

flow with the bed.

Even though Qx is zero there may be a stress in the x-direction

caused by shear at the bed. This is illustrated in Fig. 2.

This phenomenon is qualitatively known, but its exact effect depends a
great deal on local conditions. The effect of a finite Thx'’ when there
is no net discharge, is in the same direction as the wind when the wind
stress is onshore., This is often incorporated in the term fsx/p by

6

increasing k from 3 x 10_6 to 3.3 x 1()“6 or even 4.0 x 10 .

11




Figure 2

Illustration of bottom stress effect in wind setup

Finally, then, the bathystrophic equations, as used in this study, are

written

3Q 2 KQQ

3¢ © kW'sing - —5573 (15)
on

3s _ 1 2 o)

g{' = —gD kW cosf + fQ] + _aX (16)

For varying wind fields, W and 8 are functions of x and t and,
Egs. 15 and 16 have to be solved numerically. In some cases, storm
tides can be estimated as a first approximation; in which case, W and
H can be treated as constants and the equations can be integrated

analytically.

12
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In most practical cases of hurricanes, the assumption of constant wind

speed and direction over the continental shelf is not justified.

Equations 15 and 16 have to be evaluated numerically, Before numerical

methods are attempted, some modifications in the equations are neces~

sary.

In finite difference form, if Qm n is a function of x and t at the

3

point t = nAt, x, mAx, then Eq. 15 reduces to

Q

- Q EE a—— kQ Q
m,n m, n-1 - kWZSinet _ m,n| m,n-ll (17)

At | D7/3

where sz sinelc denotes average value of kWZ sin§ over the interval

(n-1) At to nAt. The solution of Eq. 17 for Q‘m .’ interms of the

2

. previous value is given b
P Qm, n-1’ g y

2 2
@w sing) ; @.w sin@)
m, n-1 m,n
) At + Q

m,n-1

Qm,n = . K o (18)
7/3 m, n=-1
D

Equation 16 will be used in the form
S - S ——— An V »
m,n m-~1l,n 1 2 X ifs)

: R 5 + 2

A P55} E(W cos @7 + me,; Ax (19)

13



where kWZ cosf” denotes average value of kWZ cos @ over the interval

{(m -1) Ax to mAx. Equation 19, solved for Sm , interms of

3

S , becomes
m~-1l,n
_ k 2 2
Sm,n B Sm-l,n + 2gD [@ Cosfbm-l,n +6V COSG)m,rJ
fQ
+ 2D Ax + n, (20)

Now, 'no is the normal increase in water level due to effects other than
the wind stress. These include inverse barometric effect and normal

astronomical tide. Hence,

n = A + 1.14 AP (21)
o) m,n m,n
where -
A _ . . .
m,n = the astronomical tide
mon the barometric pressuvure below normal, in inches of
mercury ;
A comput rogra wri S
computer program, written to compute 7, m, n and Qm,n

according to Eqs. 18, 20, and 21, is given in Appendix A together with

a summary for its use and a list of required input data.

Several critical points in the use of Egqs. 18, 20, and 21 arise

a) the best choice of D, the total depth

b) the determination of AP
m,n

14
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c)
d)

c 2 2
the determination of Am,n’ (W" cos e)m,n (W” sin e)m

initial values of S and Q
o o,

O, O

These points are discussed below.

a)

The total water depth used in Eqs., 18 and 20 was chosen

as the normal water depth, plus the normal astronomical
(paragraph c, following) tide, plus the inverse barometric
effect (paragraph b, following), plus the storm tide at the

previous station offshore for that time step. In algebraic

form, the total depth D used to compute S and Q
m,n m, n
is given by,
D =D + A + 1.14 AP + 8 (22)
X m,n m,n m-1l,n

This formula for D 1is justified if the step size in x is

small such that S -8 is small.
m,n m-1,n

The value of APm n is determined from the equation,
’

AP, = [PN - Po(n)][l - exp(- %)] (23)

where,

PN = the normal pressure, inches of mercury
Po(n) = the CPI of the hurricane, a function of time
time M At, in inches of mercury

R = the radius to maximum winds

15



c)

d)

r = the distance from the point on the traverse to

the center of the hurricane

exp = exponentialfunction of quantity in parentheses,

using base e = 2,7183

The values of Am,n are actually treated as values of Am
{or function of time only). The tides are tabulated for the
computer input data from the U.S. Coast and Geodetic Survey
tables for Hurricane Betsy., For the standard project and
probably maximum hurricanes the value of An ig taken as

a constant of 2.0 feet, the high tide computed for the

Louisiana coast based on Pensacola, Florida.

The values of Wz cos § and WZ sing for Hurricane Betsy
are determined from the weather maps prepared by the
U.S. Weather Bureau, Hydrometeorological Section. The
wind stress values for the standard project and probable
maximum hurricanes are determined from empirical
equations chosen to fit the U,S. Weather Bureau, Hydro-
meteorological Section, Standard Project Hurricanes,
Details of this procedure are given in Appendix B.
Appendix C gives the computer program which was used to
prepare input data cards for the wind fields for subsequent

storm surge computations.

Initial values of SO’O and QO’ o Wwere not used in this
study. All storm surge computations were commenced when
the hurricane was far enough offshore that the initial setup

S o and longshore discharge QO, o, could be assumed to

be zero. Provision was made for their inclusion, however,
for further applications. Details for inclusion of initial
values for S and Q are given in Appendix A in the computer

program for the storm surge computation.

16




2.2 Theory for Regression Correlation

It is assumed that storm tide computations have been performed for
three or four points A, B, C, D at several times t :tl, tz, t3
---t,~-- during a hurricane. At another nearby station X, there exists

7
an observed hydrograph which has water levels Xl, XZ’ ——-X7, as
recorded. As long as the stations A, B, C, D --- are close to X,
it is a reasonable assumption that the water levels at A, B, C, D ---

should be correlated with the ocbserved values at X,

The prediction equation,

XzalA«+azB+a3C+a4D+... (24)

will be used and the problem is posed as how to choose the best values

for O s Oy 0y - to give the best prediction for X.

An example for 7 timme steps and 3 stations will be given. The 7 pre-

‘dicted water levels for X are,

_ ~N
] T oAy o, By o+ a G
2 T 0 A Yo B+ 0 G
3 :rylA3+ozzB3+a3c3 7
.= ? (25)
X, = o[ Ay + 0By + a; C J

17




2 2
Q(l -0 A - 0, B -3 C)) +(Xz - o A, - 0,B, - 7, C,)

s + e
+G{ A v, B C2
7‘”17'27“°‘37>
= 8

It is required for the best prediction that,

3 _ BS _ 35 _ ,
arvl arv2 aa3

These three conditions are met if the following three simultaneous

equations are satisfied,
oy By t o8, a3 By -y =0
o By, T OBy, Ty Byy - vy 70 - (26)

o) Byg + 0y B3 T o3 By -y =0

where

! 2 2 2
611=ZA1+A2+A3+ A.{,

1

7
2 2 2 2
BZZ'ZB1+B2+BB+ B7

1

7
_ 2 2 2 2
;333—Zlcl+cz+c3+ C7

18



The simultaneous solution of Eq. 25 for ) and o will yield the
"best' predictor equation for the point X in terms of the computed
tides at A, B and C. It can be noted that A may be the computed

tide at X and weighting factors are sought to provide a better prediction
than A above in terms of some neighboring points B and C together
with A. An example of the use of this regression technique will be

given for Hurricane Betsy,

2,3 Theory for Channel Conveyance and Wind Action Effects

It must be expected that a large channel cut through marsh areas will
permit more water to arrive at a faster rate in the interior of the

marshland, at least in the immediate vicinity of the channel, In addition,

19




the maximum elevation and the steady state peak will be reached at an
earlier time. On the other hand, after the storm has passed, the
channel should be of considerable benefit in promoting a more rapid fall
of water levels, because now the channel acts as a drain. Therefore,

the duration of the actual flooding should be short.

Without the channel, the water will rise over the marshlands at a slower
rate and it will take a longer duration to reach maximum elevation and
steady state conditions. Similarly, after the storm has passed it will
take longer for the surge to recede since now there is no channel to act

as a drain.

It will be shown that the wind effect over the Gulf Outlet is less than that
of the marshland, for two reasons: 1) the combined wind stress

Tg + Tb is less over the channel than over the marsh, and 2) the wind
tide effect over deeper water such as the channel is less than that over
shallow water even for the same values of Tg + Tb because the water
depth in the channel is greater than over the marshland. The previous

two statements can be verified in view of the wind tide equation

_as _ Ts P T,
Sx S dX  pg(D+S) N(X) (27)

In the previous equation, is the wind stress over the water and will

T
be the same for water over?:he marsh as that over the channel; T
is the bottom stress which can be two to four times more over the marsh
marshland than over the channel bottom; D is the water depth which

will be greater for the channel than for the marsh; N(X) is the planform

factor,
The problem now is to investigate the forced conveyance of water, The

velocity of flow through the channel will be two to four times as great

as that over the marshland, but the volume of water (velocity times

20
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cross-sectional area) determines the total amount of water which will
enter Study Area A, It is this latter factor which tends to cause an
increase in surge because of the Mississippi River~Gulf Outlet. How-
ever, it is the combined effect of the conveyance and the wind stress
which produces the final effects. This leads to the definition of forced
conveyance, force being associated with the wind stress formula

(Eq. 27) and the conveyance being associated with the hydraulic flow.

The conveyance can be investigated by use of Manning' s equation. The
conveyance factor K can be defined as the flow of water divided by the

square root of the water surface slope,

K Q_ _ 1.486 , .2/3 (28)
1/2 n
S
where
n = Manning's friction factor

the cross~sectional area

fl

R = the hydraulic radius

The hydraulic radius is defined as the cross-sectional area divided by

the wetter perimeter
R = A/P (29)

It then follows from Eq. 28 that

1.486 A°/3

K = n 1:)2./3

(30)

21



The forced conveyance can be defined as the product of Eqs. 27 and 30

whence

5/3
373 (31)

.S K - Ts " T, 1.486 A
T "x  pg(D + 8) n p

The forced conveyance factor representing the ratio between that of the

Mississippl River-~Gulf Outlet and the marsh is defined as

Y 5 F (32)
where Fc is ¥ {for the channel and Fm is F for the marsh.

From Eqgs. 27, 30 and 32
AV2 e VP D+s) n
B C m m m
Y T\ a =) (D+S) =n
m c c C

2.4 Theory for Numerical Surge Routing in the Vicinity of the Inner

Harbor Navigation Canal

2.4.1 Basic Equations

The basic equations for long waves within a confined channel consist of
the momentum and continuity equations. The notation is defined in

Fig. 3 and the equations are written below,

Momentum:
dv. _ oH g
dt ~ TBax T 22 v M 4
h R

22
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SECTION

CHANNEL

Figure 3

Notation used for basic long wave equations

23
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Continuity:

g 2H , AV) _ (35)

ot ox
where
V = the mean velocity in a cross section
H = the water level height above the initial level
g = the acceleration due to gravity
Ch = the Chezy coefficient
B = the surface width of the river
A = the cross-sectional area of the river
R = the hydraulic radius of the complex channel

For this study it was decided to transform these equations in terms of

the discharge Q (= AV) and wave height H. These become

Momentum:
d{Q/A) aH g
C. AR
h
Continuity:
H 0Q

This system was chosen as being most convenient for computation. Some
approximations will be necessary in the momentum equation, but the
continuity equation is exact., In the V - H notation it is possible to

keep the momentum equation exact, but approximations will be

required in the continuity equation.

24
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Equation 36, after expansion of d ﬁfA and some approximations (for

example, Dronkers, 1964, is reduced to,

-aa—tQ_+a%-§—}{Q-:-———g——-Q]Ql-gAGO-IQ (38)

2
Ch AR
2.4,2 General Computation Method

The method of solution proceeded by rewriting Eqs. 37 and 38 in a form

suitable for application of fourth order Runge-Kutta techniques,

0 H
%t_ = C, (H,x) ——aax + C,4(H,x) 2lal (39)
3H 3
Fr CB(H’X) 3x (40)

In Egs. 39 and 40 Cn(H’ x) denotes coefficients which are functions of
H, the wave amplitude at x and the position x. The coefficients C1

through C4 are given by

C, = -gA(Hx) )
C, = T A gl,x
C3 = -—3 : P (41)
Ch A(H,x) R(H, x)
1
C4 - _B(H,X) _J

25



where

A(H,x) = the cross-sectional area of the channel
B(H,x) = the surface width
do (x) = the starting depth, defined by A(O,x)/B(O,x)

(the hydraulic radius)

The space variations in Q and H were evaluated by finite differences
and the integrations in time were performed using a fourth order Runge-
Kutta method. Consider the point m,n in the x,t plane as in Fig. 4.

It is assumed that all values of Q and H have been found up to the time

step n. Then an}n_l_1 and Hm,n+l are given by
Q = Q At v o2k® oo 4okt (42)
m, n+l m,n 6l m m m m
1/ 1 2 3 4
= - -+ +
m, n+l m,n + 6 (Atm g?'“m ZLm * f“m) (43)
where the coefficients kl , kz . k3 , k4 s &1 , 4,2 , {,3 , L3 are
m m m m m m m m

successive approximations of the changes in Q and H over the time

interval nAt to (n+ 1)At. For m =2 to m =M these are given by

it

H - H
1 m+l,n m-1l,n
kIn At [}1 (Hm,n’ Xm) 2Ax
4+ C (}1 , X )‘c) lCZ :}
3 m, n m m, n m,n

1 At lc (1 H Q1rr:¢+1,n - Qm-l,n 45
™m 4(m,n’ m) 2AX% (45)

(44)

O
it
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1 1(,1 1
- At C H +_&£ X Hm+1,n- m-l,n+72-({’m+1 {' _1)
B I\" m,n 2 ' "m 2Ax
1
+ C,\H +—J(/m X kr; ®m+1,n " ®m-1in
2 m,n 2 ’ m m,n 2 ZAX
% kr1n+1 k1-1 41111 knl1 knll
¥ ZAX +C3 I—Im,n+T’ Xm m,n +-2_ Qm,n+ 2
(46)
B 1 1 (1 1
= Atl|C . \H +_{/ﬂ X Qm+1,n Qm-l,n 2 (km+1 - krn-l)
4\ ' m.n 2 " m 2AX
(47)
2 1{ 2
= At |]C_\H +L_m X Hm+l,n m-l,n+2(Lm+l,n Lm_l)
1 m,n 2 ' "m 2Ax
2 2
+ C +Lﬂ X Q +km Qm-f-l,n m-1,n
2\ m,n 2’ m,n 2 ZAx
1 2 2 2 2
z{fmn km'1)+ clu +im o« 4 Sm Q +—kri
ZAX 3 m,n 2 ’ m,n 2 m,n 2
(48)
2 1( 2 2
= At [c {H +{’ X Qm+1,n Qm-l,n 2 \m+l _km_l)
4 m, 2’ m, ZAX
(49)
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oy

3 &3

+ 4 -1

3 3 Hm+l,n-Hm-l,n m+1 "~
2Ax

Q - Q
+ ¢ lu N {,3’ x Q +k3 m+l,n m-~l,n
21 ' m,n m m,n m 2 Ax

k - k
m+1 m-1 3 3 3
+ 20x + C3 (Hm,n + {’m’ Xm)lQm,n * kml(Qm,n + km)
(50)
3 3
O D A Uii1,n " Ym-1,n T 5mr1” Kmaa
“m 4 , m’ “m 2Ax
(51)
. 2.4,3 Boundary Conditions

‘Boundary conditions are required to solve the problem., Two conditions

were prescribed.

a) The initial surge height in the channel was zero at t =0
for all x.
b) The input surge at x = 0 was taken as a prescribed hydro-

graph Ho(t)’

One more boundary condition is required along the line x = 0 (m = 1)

and further conditions are required at the upstream boundary.

The downstream boundary condition along the time axis x = 0 would

require the specification of Q as a function of time or alternatively




a relationship between H and Q along this line. Neither of these was
available. It was decided to let the relationship between Q@ and H at

this boundary be computed in the following manner.

Q(Z,n) - Q(4sn)
2

Q(1,n) = Q(2,n) + (52)

where Q(2,n) and Q(4,n) were computed as in Section 2.4.2. In
order to compute Q(2,n), wvalues of k}, k?, k?, k;L were approximated

as

ko= k? - k3 =kt -, a-1) - Q(l, n-2) (53)

H
.
—_
—

The upstream boundary was treated as a closed end. That is, the
discharge at the boundary is zero and the surge is reflected. The

resulting boundary conditions are written as
H(M) = 2H(M-1) - H(M-2) (54)
QM) = 0 (55)
It is recalled that the values of QM+1 and HM+1 are required in the
fourth order Runge-Kutta schemeforthe 4s and ks at QM, HM on

‘the next time step as are also the values of the s and ks at

x = (M+1) Ax. The equations used are summarized:

H(M+1) = H(M-1) (56)
QM+1) = -Q(M-1)

(57)
M) = 2t (M-1)
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L2(MH1) = 22 (M-1)

1 1 (58)
kKb (M+1) = - kP (M-1)

K2 (M+1) = - kZ(M-1) ete. (59)

2.5 Choice of Coefficients for the Open Coast

Two empirical coefficients have to be used with the bathystrophic storm
tide theory. There is a wind stress coefficient for the friction of wind
on the water surface and a bottom friction stress coefficient for the

drag of water on the bed.

Theoretical developments of wind effect equations have been made by

Hellstrom (1941), Keulegan (1951), Thijsse (1952) and others.
2.5.1 Wind Stress Coefficient

‘Following the assumption that the wind stress is proportional to the

square of the wind velocity the wind stress is written

2
T, = kpaw (60)

where kpa has been found to be approximately 3‘x 10“6. This was

the value that was usgd. Dronkers {(1964) reports observations of kp_
as high as 4.5 x 107 in the shallow areas of the Zuider Zee, but this
large value for shallow water arises because of an underestimation of

bottom friction as well as second order effects.
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2.5.2 Bottom Stress Coefficient
The other empirical factor is the bottom stress coefficient used for the

longshore flow. Following Reid (1964) the bottom stress will be given
by

where V 1is the current velocity.

We can now make use of Manning' s equation, given as follows:

1,486 _2 2 . 2
v - 1480 g2 gLz LB pl/6 (pg)l/ (62)
where
V = mean current speed in feet/second
R = hydraulic radius in feet

wnn
!

hydraulic slope in terms of feet/feet

1/6

Where Manning's n has the dimension of (ft)"'", the corresponding

Chezy-Kutter formula is

v = c(rs)l/? (63)

where the above notation has been defined and C 1is the Chezy-Kutter

coefficient. It can be seen that C is related to Manning's n as follows:

c - Lds6 p1/e

(64)
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Returning now to Eq. 61 and from the theory for turbulent flow of
Karman-Prandtl it can be demonstrated that T is related to Manning's

n by the formula:

_ 3.86n “o 1/6
T, = 176 z0.214(F) (65)
D
or
n = 0.0555 (20)1/6 (66)

where z is the characteristic roughness height.

In the form used in this study,

T
o o._K_ 2 _ _K_Q° 67
p T I3 o173 2
so that it is seen that
i nz 2 e |
K = ——E- - 14.6n , , (68)
(1.486) :
. . 1/3
where K has the dimension of {feet) ™.

For a characteristic roughness height on the bed of z = 0.01 feet,

n =0.026(feet)’®, and K =1 x 1072 (feet)!’3

study that along the Louisiana coast the best choice of K was about
5 x 10'3(feet)l/3

0. Ol5(feet)1/6.

, it was found during this

corresponding to a Manning's n offshore of about
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2.5.3 Choice of Coefficient for Marshland Areas

A detailed investigation of the effective roughness of marsh area has
been made, Table IlI, prepared by Dr. Per Bruun, presents the sum-
mary of available data on bottom roughness and bottom friction factors
in terms of Manning's n. The recommended Manning's n of

0. 08(fee'c)1/6 leads to a choice for K . =9.3x lo_z(feet)u?).

2.5.4 Channel Surge Routing, Chezy Coefficient

The Chezy coefficient was used in the form of the Manning equation

0 1.486 _1/6
C, = ———R (69)

The value of an equivalent Manning's n for a channel with composite

roughness to include dredged channels and marsh areas is defined by

Te - P (70)

where PN are the individual perimeters of the component channels
and marsh areas., In application to the sum of a marsh area and the

Gulf Outlet Channel Eq. 82 has reduced to

2/3
3/2 3/2
n = [E% - 500) (0. 08) , + 500 (0.025) j] (71)

Basedonthe information in Table III, the n factorslisted in Table IV are
suggested, These values should, however, be adjusted to any particular

situation in which the water depth, the nature of the soil, and its surfaced
cover and the wind stresses exerted upon the water causing theflow are
the determining factors,
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TABLE III

Summary of Information on Friction Coefficients for Flow Over Rough Bottom

w

8

15

16

™ " Author or Source

Source

Figure or Other Information

Task Force on Friction
ASCE

ASCE Hyd. Div., Vol. 89,
No. 2, March 1963, pp. 97~143

Numerous formulas for open channel flow friction,
relation to soil, geometry, depth and sediment
transport

Highesat resistance recorded by flume experiments
{Simons & Richardson) with 0. 28 mm sand was n =
0,027 {lower regimen)

L, Prandtl )

Bruno Eck } Germany}

Stromungslehre, 1949
Technische Stromungslehre,
1960

No information of particular interest,

Bazin {France)

ASCE Hyd. Div., Vol. 89,
No. 2

1/6

n= 0,051t (h = ¢ ft}. Exceptionally rough channels.

Bretting {Denmark)

Rydraulik, 1960

n may be as high as 0.04-0, 07 ft1/6

heavy growth,

for section with

ASCE Hyd. Div., Vol. 91,
No. 2

Infermation of importance for prediction of roughness
and slope for known material and discharge,

- Correspondence n=20,04 -0,0% ft”é {k >3 ft)
Rouse Fluid Mechanics for Hydraulic n = 0.025 - 0,040 ft”é for "earth with weeds. "
Engineers, 1908
Sirnons Colorado State Univ. Col. Cer. | n = 0.03 ft”é for “some weed effect.’
No. 57, DBS 17
. 1
Ven Te Chow Open-Channel Hydraulics n>»0,1 it /6 for very heavy growth {p. 102}
1959
176 {p. 104}
P o~ 0,08 ft for depth > 4 ft with brush and waste.
- Combined evaluation including soil, irregularity, cross~
sectioni obstruction and vegetation n = 0,06 £t1/5 and
0,07 f11/6 for meandering (p. 109}
- n = 0.05 for pasture and high grass and mature
field crop
Parsons " Vegetative Control of Stream- | € = 21 log R_ Alog g% - 98 (Fig. 21) with the
bank Erosion.!' Misc. Pub, kind of condifions described in photos of
970, U.S. Agric. Dept. n=0,08 - 0,07
Paper No. 20, 1965
Ree Agriculture Engineering for n ~ 0,03-0,3 [1“6
April 1949, pp, 184-187
Tickner Tech Memo # 95 (USCE), 1957 | Flume tests, U__ 35 ft/sec n ~ 0.05 1t'/%

Dutch Government

Special Report

n o~ 0.051t00.07 tl/®

(by courtesy of Per Bruun)
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TABLE IV

n Factors Suggested

Condition

Slow Inflow

Rapid Infllow

Steady State Two-
dimensional Return

Steady State
Three-~

Return Flow
in General

Flow dimensional
Return Flow
Depth range < 31t > 50t 6-10 it 6-10 {1 10 ft dropping down
approximate
Mean velocity 1-2 ft/ sec > 4-5 ft/sec Small, Botiom Bottorn velocity Varies greatly, e.g.
range velocity < 3 ft/sec 3 ftisec irota ! ftfsec - 6 ft/se
Length of grass -3 f Any length Ahbout 3 {t About 3 ft Any length
Other Irregular Irregular Irregular growth Irregular growth
growth growth
; 1
n = 0.1 0.2 6% o 05 ntl6 5,08 1'/® 0.06 1178 n=0.04-0.050!®
{order of for rapid {low,
magnitude} rmaxirmum dopth
n= 0,06 - 0,07 ﬂ”()
for medium depth,
rapid flow -
/6

(by courtesy of Per Bruun)

n=0,1-0.2 it
for shallow depth,
slow flow

ok ¥
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An initial table of B as a function of distance from the open end of the
channel was already stored in the computer., For the cases where the
Gulf Outlet Channel was assumed not to exist n, was simply taken as
0.08.

The hydraulic radius of a composite channel was taken as the area

divided by the surface width.
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3. THE EFFECT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER-GULF OUTLET ON
SURGE ELEVATIONS IN STUDY AREA A

Hurricane Betsy and the Synthetic Hurricanes used in this study can be
considered as relatively large storms which produce comparatively slow
rising storm surges. The relative effect on surge elevations of the Gulf
Outlet Channel can be expected to be extremely dependent upon the rate

of rise of the storm surge.

The problem at hand is one of time dependency. In order to evaluate the

time dependency two approaches were used,

a) The area near the Inner Harbor Navigation Canal was
treated as a channel and the effect of fast and slow rising
storm surges at the entrance near Lake Borgne on surge

levels within the channel was investigated numerically.

b) The Gulf Outlet Channel will act as a channel to increase
the convevance of water into the area of interest. On the
other hand, the surface wind stresses will be reduced
because of the inverse depth effect of the wind setup

equation. An attempt was made to evaluate this effect,

3.1 Results of Numerical Surge Routing

Figure 5 shows a schematic of the numerical models employed. The
theory was presented in Section 2 and the computer program used is

given in Appendix D,
Figures 6, 7, and 8 are the results of these calculations from a very

rapidly rising hydrograph, a moderately fast rising hydrograph, and a

slow rising hydrograph, respectively. The four separate cases used
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Figure 6
Results of surge routing at the inner harbor navigation

canal for a very rapidly rising surge
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with each hydrograph are:

I existing levees with no Gulf Outlet Channel
I existing levees with the Gulf Outlet Channel
111 proposed levees with the Gulf Outlet Channel
v proposed levees with no Gulf Outlet Channel

It is seen from the above study that there is a decided difference in
effects from fast and slow rising hydrographs. For the slowest rising
hydrograph, the maximum surge elevations are essentially the same
for all four cases studied. It can be concluded, therefore, that the
Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet had very little effect on the maximum

storm surge generated over Study Area A by Hurricane Betsy.

3.2 Effects of Channel Conveyance and Surface Wind Stress

An alternative method can be used to establish the effect, if any, that
.the Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet might have had on the increase in
surge elevations. This was discussed in Section 2.3 on conveyance

factor.

The equation for the conveyance factor is repeated here from the section

on theory:

(72)

(3 )5!3(111)2/3 (08, 2y G ¥ rye N0

A P_ D +8), . (15 * B Np(X)

where the symbols have been previously defined.

It will be convenient at this time to take into account the actual dimen-

sionof A, P and D for both the channel entrance and the marshland
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entrance. The planform factor N can be taken into account later to

determine vy for various reaches up the channel to the final terminal.

For the Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet channel the mean depth will be
taken as Dc +S = 38+ S, where it can be assumed that such depth
corresponds approximately to the conditions when the marshland is just
on the verge of flooding, so that the depth of the marsh is equal to the

surge elevation, i.e., Dm +8 =S,

The wetted perimeter of the channel will only be approximated by
Pc =500 + 2(38 +S) = 576 + 25, assuming that the tide above the marsh-
land level will enter this part of the problem. The wetted perimeter of

the marshland, taken by the Lake Borgne portion, is approximately

11 miles or Pm = 58, 000 feet.

The cross-sectional area of the channel, of course, will rise above the
marshland elevation and should be based on a mean width channel of
500 feet such that the area is givenby A_ = 500(38 + S). The cross-
.sectional area of the marshland entrance will be given simply by

Am = 58,000 S.

Combining the above three hydraulic geometry factors, one obtains for

this Study Area A

5/3 2/3 .
A P (D +8) 2/3
m m 38 + 8
(A;) P_ ) ™+, 345 Es(zss T s):| (73)

For the marshland n = 0.08 and for the Gulf Qutlet nc = 0,025 have

been estimated whence

"m _ _0.08

0. 025 3.2 (74)
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The combined wind stress and bottom stress T + ™ for the marshland

is known to be greater than that for an ordinary cut channel. An estimate

of the relative magnitude can be obtained by considering

r
T« + T 1 + be
S b T
c S
Te T T - T (75)
( S b)m 1+ bm
Ts

since TS for the water surface will be the same for either the channel
or the flooded marshlands. The stress is proportional to the square of
the velocity (wind or water), and from Manning's equation, it can be

seen that

The ~ Po and Tom ™~ n_

Hence, the ratio

T n \2
bm _ (nm) - (3.2)% = 10.2
Tbc C

and for ordinary bottom conditions such as the channel, and based on

Lake Okeechobee studies,

It then follows that

fs + ™)

1
Crs + "b)m 1+

.1
: = 0.55 (76)
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The next factor to consider is the planform factor N(X). For a channel
of constant width and depth NC(X) = 1.0 for all stations up the channel.
For the marshland the depth remains essentially constant but the width
changes with distance inward from IL.ake Borgne. It then follows that

the ratio is

NK)
N_(X) ~ N_(X)

(77)

when Nm(X) is the planform factor for the marshland, and at the
entrance Nm(O) = 1, but increases to Nm(L) =1.36 at the upper end.

The derivation of the planform factor is presented in Appendix E.

Equations 72, 73, 74, 76, and 77 lead to the forced conveyance factor

vy whence

) C38+s J#3 1
v o O‘éll_g(zsg+s;l N_(X) (78)

The average increase in surge of the Study Area A due to the Mississippi

River-Gulf Outlet is given by
AS = 48 (79)

whereas the total increase in surge due to both the Mississippi River-

Gulf Outlet and the planform factor is given by

AS = N_ (X) S (80)

m

It can be seen from Eqs. 77, 78, 79 and 80, that the total increase in
storm surge due to both the Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet and the

planform factor is exactly the same for the entrance as it is for the
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upper reaches, since Nm(X) from Eq. 78 cancels that given in Eq. 80.
This is as should be expected because the case at hand is one of steady

state.

It can also be seen, because of the convergence of the marshland, that
the direct effect due to the Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet is more pro-
nounced at the entrance to the marshland than it is for the upper
reaches., That is, the effect at the entrance is 1, 36 times that at the

upper end of Study Area A.

At the entrance to the marshland from Lake Borgne, Nm(X) = 1.0

whence
2/3
o 38 +S
y = 0‘61[8—__(288+81] (81)
and
2/3
_ 38+ 8
AS = 0'61[8—_(288 +SZI S (82)

At the upper end of the marshland near the Inner Harbor Navigation
Canel Nm(L) = 1. 36, whence

2/3 ,
_ 3i8+S
y = 0.45 [:—E‘n-"_(ZSS n S_;_l (83)
and
2/3
- _ _ 3845
AS = Nm(L) ¥yS = 0'611:8(288 T S) S (84)

48

ki bkt s s

e



Figure 9 gives relations for y and AS for the entrance and the upper
end of the marshland based upon the previous equations. As suggested
previously, Egs. 82, and 84 give identical AS vs S relationships for,
respectively, the entrance to, and the upper end of, the marshland

because the planform factor appears as a ratio on itself,

The conclusion from this part of the study is that the Mississippi River-
Gulf Outlet had an effect of increasing the storm surge throughout the

marshland for Hurricane Betsy by about 0.3 to 0.4 feet maximum

elevation.
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4, HURRICANE WINDS AND SURGE PREDICTIONS

4.1 Hurricane Tracks

The hurricane tracks which were used in this study are shown on Fig, 10.
The Hurricane Betsy track was taken from the maps supplied by the

New Orleans District, Corps of Engineers from the U.S. Weather
Bureau Hydrological Meteorology Section, The SPH and PMH tracks

were chosen to yield the maximum surges in the area under study.

4,2 Choice of Traverses to be Used for Predictions

The area for which predictions are required is not accessible by a

direct traverse. A traverse drawn from the area {(Fig. 10} perpendicular
to the offshore bottom profiles will cross the '""Surge Reference Line!' of
the New Orleans District Report. The "Surge Reference Line' appears
to be the locus of maximum observed surge elevations. Behind this line
it is no longer possible to consider a buildup of water level with distance

under the direct action of wind stress.

Two traverses were chosen (although others were tried) and are shown

on Fig, 10, They cross the edge of the marsh at the locations:

1) Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet Mouth
Lat. 29.705° Long. 89.425°

2) Christmas Camp Lake
Lat. 29.828° Long. 89.309°

The zero points on the traverses were located at the latitudes and longi-
tudes given above. Distances offshore were taken as positive and

distances measured over the marsh were taken as negative,
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The marsh was assumed to have a water depth of -2 feet, mean low
water. All other water depths were used as read off U.S. Coast and
Geodetic Survey Maps 1115, 1116, 1270, 1271 and 1272, relative to

mean low water.

4.3 Results for Hurricane Betsy

4,3,1 Windfields, Pressures and Hurricane Track

The x-components (onshore) of the wind stresses as a function of time
during Hurricane Betsy for the Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet traverse
and the Christmas Camp Lake traverse are given in Figs. 11 and 12,
The CPI, radius to maximum winds and hurricane center coordinates
are given at various times in Table V. The values plotted in Figs, 11
and 12 and tabulated in Table V were used as input to the computer pro-

gram for the bathystrophic storm tide.
4,3,2 Storm Tide Predictions for Chosen Traverses

The storm surges as predicted by the computer programs with the co-
efficients tabulated in Table VI for selected stations are shown plotted
in Figs. 13 and 14.

4.3.3 Comparison and Correlation with Observations

The points at which storm surge predictions are required are shown as
B, C, D, E, and F on Fig. 15. Figure 16 presents a summary plot of

all records in the vicinity of the current study.

There is no recording gage near points A or B. The Paris Road gage is
very close to point C such that correlations of the predicted hydrographs
along the chosen traverses could be made with the Paris Road Bridge
gage. Three point predictions were chosen to correlate with the Paris

Road Bridge record. They are shown together with the Paris Road
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TABLE V

Parameters for Hurricane Betsy

Hurricune Center
Day "éiét}e, Latitude, Longifude,
degs degs
Sept. 9 0000 25.90 85,25
0600 26. 35 86. 75
1200 27.15 88. 05
1500 27.75 88,60
1800 28. 35 89.15
2100 28,94 89.85
Sept. 10 0000 29.60 90. 50
0300 30. 10 91.05
0600 30. 64 91.55

Radius to CPI, Forward

Max Winds,| inches of Speed, Max Winds,

nautical miles] mercury knots knots
22.9Q 28.0 15. 25 100
24.0 28.0 14.11 100
27.0 28.0 14.22 101.5
30.0 28.0 10,27 105
31.0 28.0 10. 86 106
37.0 28.0 11. 41 106
37.0 28.0 10, 32 31
37.0 28.0 9.04 86
37.0 28.3 8.97 70.5
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TABLE VI

Traverse Parameters and Coefficients for Hurricane Betsy Storm Tide Predictions

. . . Of b
Traverse |Azimuth [.atitude of |Longitude of {Wind Stress fshgzitigétom Ma;:?ctb;)ot:;om Coriolis
Y| sh 1i h i ici L
L degree |° d‘)ergerel:ex Sd‘::gerlége' coefficient coefficient coefficient Parameter
Mississippi 309.2 | 29.705 89, 425 3 x 10“6 5x 1077 9 x 1072 7,28 x 107°
River Gulf
Outlet
Christmas | 294.0 | 29,828 89. 309 3x 1078 6x 1073 9 x 1072 7.28x 107°
Camp
Outlet




10000

-2000
<20

20 40 €0 80 100 120
OFFSHORE , nm

o b

Figure 11
Onshore wind stress along Mississippi River-gulf outlet traverse,

Hurrican Betsy
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Bridge record on Fig. 17. The apparent correlations are not too good.

Two main reasons are apparent for this discrepancy.

a) The simplification of the complete storm tide equation
leaves out almost all inertia effects. The effect of this
will be to predict the peak tide much earlier than the
observed peak and the predicted fall in water level after
the peak will occur at a much too rapid rate, Both of
these phenomena are seen on Fig, 17. This phenomenon
will be of particular importance for Hurricane Betsy

which was a comparatively fast moving storm.

b) No system of equations can really be expected to predict,
with a great degree of accuracy,the complex physical
phenomenon of flooding over marshland, bayous, houses,
trees, etc. The assumptions implied in the equations as
used include a vertical integration. That is, the water
flows are averaged vertically. The computation of storm
surges over semidry land must be regarded as an art rather

than a science.

In view of the above limitations and the apparent discrepancies between
"first predictions'' and observations in Fig. 17, two methods of improving

correlations were considered:

a) Regression analysis with assumed predictor equations.

b) Adjustment of surge peaks to agree with observations by
means of ''surge adjustment factors, ' as originally proposed
in the New Orleans District Interim Survey Reports, ''Lake
Pontchartrain, Louisiana and Vicinity'' and '""Mississippi

River Delta at and below New Orleans, Louisiana,"
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4.3,4 Regression Correlation

The predictions at three stations were chosen for use in the predictor

equation

Y (t) ~ X(t)=aflA(t)+a B(t)+a'3C(t) (85)

2

where

Y (t) is the observed water level at the Paris Road bridge
X (t) is the predicted water level at Paris Road bridge

It

A (t) is the computed water level at the station = 30 n. m. on the
Christmas Camp Lake traverse

B (t) is the computed water level at the station - 20 n. m. on the

Christmas Camp Lake traverse

C (t) is the computed water level at the station - 16 n.m. on the

Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet traverse

The first step was taken as a shift in the time axis of the predictions of
five hours to compensate for the inertia effect of the water. The values
of Y (t), A(t), B (t), C(t) which were used are tabulated in Table VII,

The resulting equations, corresponding to Eq. 26, are

615.91 a, + 567.02 a, + 547,13 @z = 446,53
567.02 a; + 522.99 a, + 504.19 az = 412.92 (86)
547.13 a; + 504.19 a, + 490.34 a; = 407.51

The solutions of Eq. 86 yield

@) = -2, 045
a, = 0. 652
ay = 2,443

The prediction equation to be used becomes:
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TABLE VII

Surge Observations and Predictions used in

Correlation Analysis
Observed [Predicted |Predicted Predicted
water levellwater levellwater levellwater level
Day Time at o 3t -30 on | at -20 on |at -16 on
Paris Road CCL CCL MRGO
traverse traverse traverse
|
Sept. 9 1100 3.2 2.3 2,6 2.6
1700 4.6 3.7 3.7 4.0
2000 6.9 6.2 6.0 6.2
2300 9.5 8.8 8.1 9.2
Sept. 10 0200 9.8 16.8 15.8 13.9
0500 9.3 14,1 12. 3 12.3

o
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Water level at Paris Road bridge = -2.045 times
the water level at -30 on the Christmas Camp Lake
traverse + 0,652 times the water level at -20 on the
Christmas Camp Lake traverse + 2. 443 times the
water level at -16 on the Mississippi River Gulf-

QOutlet traverse.

The results of this prediction scheme for Hurricane Betsy are shown

on Fig. 18, Confidence in such a prediction scheme could be expected

for a hurricane which has a similar traverse and speed to Betsy, Itis
apparent that more elaborate prediction schemes can be developed.
Because of their empirical nature prediction schemes can only be ex-
pected to give reliable results for conditions which are almost repetitive,
In particular, for example, any hurricane whose eye passes over one of
the traverses will yield too low a storm surge prediction along that par-
ticular traverse because the resulting prediction equation is not applicable

in this case.

The above method has been presented to illustrate the use of correlation
techniques based on storm surge predictions for an area for a specific
hurricane track utilizing the available hydrographs and hurricanes traveling
close to that track. For conditions of sparse data and several completely
different hurricane tracks the method appears to be impractical, and it

was therefore necessary to return to the "surge adjustment factor' based

on matching peak surges.

4.3.5 Surge Prediction Factors

The surge prediction factor can be considered as a special case of the
regression-correlation technique in which only one point correlation is

made, The least squares criterion reduces to the choice of zero error

for one point--the peak surge--at which the surge factor is computed.
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The factor was defined as the peak surge observed at a location divided
by the peak surge predicted by the theory at a nearby location. This
yields surge adjustment factors Zij where i is the station for which
predictions are required and j is the station for which computations were
made. Table VIII presents the results of the determination of these
factors for the locations B, C, D, E and ¥ on Fig. 15 from the compu-
tations made for stations 0 and -16 on the Mississippi River-Gulf

Qutlet (MRGQ) traverse and for stations 0, -20 and -30 on the Christmas
Camp Lake (CCL) traverse,

4,4 Results for Synthetic Hurricanes

4.4.1 Wind Fields, Pressures and Hurricane Track

Two synthetic hurricanes were considered: the standard project hurri-
cane (SPH) and the probable maximum hurricane (PMH). The hurricane
tracks were chosen, after discussions with New Orleans District per-
sonnel, such as to produce critical storm surge elevations in the vicinity
of the Inner Harbor Navigation Canal (Fig. 18). The hurricane coord-
inates, forward speed and maximum winds for the SPHs are given in
Tables IX through XI. The radius to maximum winds was taken as

30 nautical miles and the forward speed was 11 knots for all storms,

The hurricanes corresponding to PMH conditions are identical with the

SPHs in many characteristics. The differences are:

a) The maximum {(and all other) wind speeds are increased

14 percent.

b) The CPIs are reduced from the typical SPH values of
27.6 to 26.9 inches of mercury.

The wind fields for the SPHs and PMHs were computed using the com-
puter program given in Appendix C., This program produces cards as
output with the wind stress components along and perpendicular to a

chosen traverse for each point specified on that traverse.
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Surge Prediction Factors for Hurricane Betsy

TABLE VIII

Required
Station
B C D E F
Computed '
Station

MRGO (0) 1.00 1.02 0. 885 0. 885 . 990
MRGO (-16) 0.691 0. 705 0.612 0.612 . 683
CCL (0) 0.905 0.925 1.03° 0.915 . 895
CCL (-20) 0.610° 0.621 0.692 0.615 . 602
CCL (-30) 0.572 0.585 0. 650 0.578 .567
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TABLE IX

Hurricane Parameters for SPH on Track Sigma

Time, H l.ong, H Lat, max’

Hours before degree degree knots
Land

30 83,83 27.18 89. 4

27 84, 37 27. 40 89.4

24 84, 95 27,63 89. 14

21 85,54 27. 86 89,4

18 86.12 28.09 89. 4

15 86. 69 28, 47 89. 4

12 87. 29 28,55 89. 4

10 87.65 28,69 89.4

8 88.03 28.84 89,4

6 88,42 28,99 89.4

5 88.61 29.07 88.5

4 88. 80 29.14 88.5

3 89.00 29.22 88.5

2 89. 19 29.29 88.5

1 89. 30 29, 36 88.5

0 89.57 29. 44 87.5

-1 89.77 29.51 87.5

-2 89.96 29.59 86,8

-3 90. 15 29,66 86. 8

-4 90. 34 29.73 86.8

-5 90. 53 29. 80 83.4

70




TABLE X

Hurricane Parameters for SPH on Track Epsilon

Time, H Long, H Lat, Vmax’
Hours before degree degree Knots
Land

30 84. 87 25,82 89. 4
27 85, 34 26.17 89.4
24 85,82 26.52 89. 4
21 86, 47 26, 87 89. 4
18 86.78 27. 21 89.4
15 87. 26 27.56 89.4
12 87.75 27.72 89. 4
10 88.07 28.15 89.4
88. 40 28. 38 89.4

6 88.73 28,61 89. 4

5 88. 89 28,73 88.5

4 89.05 28. 85 88.5

3 89. 20 28.96 88.5

2 89. 38 29,08 88.5

1 89. 54 29. 20 88.5

0 89.70 29.32 87.5

-1 89. 87 29. 43 87.5
-2 30.03 29. 59 86.8
-3 90.19 29. 66 86.8
-4 90. 35 29,77 86, 8
-5 90. 51 29. 88 83.4

71



TABLE XI

Hurricane Parameters for SPH on Track Chi

Time, H Long, H Lat, max’

Hours before degree degree Knots
Land

30 84. 28 26.51 89.4

27 84. 81 26. 80 89. 4

24 85. 34 27.08 89. 4

21 85. 86 27.36 89.4

18 86. 39 27.65 89.4

15 86.93 27.93 89.4

12 87.47 28,22 89. 4

10 87.83 28,41 89.4

8 88.19 28.60 89.4

6 88.55 28.79 89.4

5 88.73 28. 89 88.5

4 88.91 28.99 88.5

3 89.09 29.08 88.5

2 89. 27 29.18 88.5

1 89.45 29. 27 88.5

0 89.62 29.37 87.5

-1 89. 80 29. 46 87.5

-2 89.98 29.56 86.8

-3 90. 16 29. 65 86.8

-4 90. 34 29.75 86.8

-5 90.52 29. 85 83.4
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4.4.2 Storm Tide Computations for the SPH and PMH

The unadjusted, open coast storm surges, as predicted by the computer
program, are plotted in Figs. 19 through 24. (These are the values
taken directly from the computer program and need to be adjusted by
the prediction factors of Table VIII.)

The wind and bottom friction stress coefficients were identical with
those used for Hurricane Betsy. The same wind fields were used for
the PMH as for the SPH but the wind stress was increased by (1. 14)2

Adjusted predictions for the synthetic hurricanes for points B, C, D,
E, and F with and without the Gulf-Outlet Channel and with the proposed
protection works are summarized in Table II. The four separate cases

are:

I Existing levees with no Gulf Outlet Channel

II  Existing levees with the Gulf Outlet Channel
III Proposed levees with the Gulf Outlet Channel
IV Proposed levees with no Gulf Outlet Channel

The first predicted peak surge levels in Table II were computed by
applying the surge prediction factors of Table VIII to the peak surges
shown in Figs. 19 through 24. The three stations used to fix these surge
levels were CCL-30, CCL-20, and MRGO-16. The three predicted
values for each point, B, C, D, E, and F, averaged to yield the values
in Table II. The surge levels at point A were used as MRGO-0 with no

prediction factor,

Further adjustments for the various conditions for the various conditions
{Cases I, II, I1I, and IV) were made, These adjustments were made on

the basis of the numerical results shown in Fig. 8 since its surges were

"shear rising.' The peak surge levels for cases II, IIl and IV are identical.
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The predictions of the synthetic hurricane storm surge peaks for point C
(Paris Road Bridge} using the correlation equation derived in Section 4.3.4
are summarized in Table XII. Values of Case II, point C, taken from

Table II are also listed in Table XII for comparison purposes.
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TABLE XII

Comparison of Correlation Method with Surge Prediction Method
for Point C, Case II

Surge Peak Using Surge Peak Usin
Hurricane Track Correla:tion Prediction
Equation Factor
SPH Sigma 10. 4 10.3
SPH Epsilon 11.0 10.5
SPH Chi 10.6 10,7
PMH Sigma 11.8 12.0
PMH Epsilon 12.5 12. 4
PMH Chi 12.2 12,3
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APPENDIX A

COMPUTER PROGRAM FOR BATHYSTROPHIC STORM TIDE EQUATIONS



Logic Flow

1. Read number of stations NX , number of time steps NT , bot-
tom friction factor, wind stress factor, coriolis factor, bottom

friction factor for marsh.

2. Read shoreline parameters: azimuth, longitude, latitude and

normal pressure,
3. Read hydrography d versus x.
4, Read time card.

5. Read hurricane parameters: longitude, latitude, radius to

maximum winds, C.P,I1., astronomical tide.
6. Read wind stress components WWX, WWY versus X .

6A. Read initial surge and longshore flow (never used in this study —

inserted as a comment card).
7. Repeat from 4 through 6 for number of time steps.

8. Determine X, Y coordinates relative to position of hurricane

center and compute the term AP in inches of mercury.
9, Write out all input data.
10. Compute 4Ot. Do through 23 NT times; J =1, NT.
11. Compute Ax. Do through 22 NX times; I =1, NX,

12, Compute best estimate of total water depth including astronomical

tide, 1,14 AP, and storm surge from previous station at this time.

13. Check total water depth. On negative to go 14; on positive go to
15.
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14. Dry land. Set surge, discharge and water level to zero. Go to 11.

15. Check depth value. On negative use coefficients for marsh. On

positive use coefficients for offshore.
16. Compute longshore discharge, Q(I,J).
17. Compute storm surge, S(I,J).
18. Compute water level above mean sea level, WL(I,J).

19. Check to see if water level plus depth is negative. If yes go to
20. If no go to 21.

20. Dry land. Set water level to zero. Go to 11,
21. Store discharge, surge and water level.

22, 1s 1 =NX? Ifyes goto 23, Ifnogotoll.
23, Is J = NT? If yes go to 24. If no go te 10.

24. Write out values of Q(I,J), S(I,J), WL(I,J) for each station

and time step.

25. End

Preparation of Input Data for Computer

All input data is on IBM cards prepared according to the following list.

1. Title Card: Any combination of traverse name, numbers, hur-
ricane name, etc. up to 72 characters. Called for in A-Format

statement.

2. Coefficients Card:

a) Number of stations as a fixed point number ending in column 5.

b) Number of time steps as a fixed point number ending in col-

umn 10.

¢) Coefficients of normal bottom friction, wind stress, coriolis
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and marshland bottom friction. All used as exponential format

numbers ending in columns 25, 40, 55, and 70, respectively.
Shoreline Parameter Card:

a) Azimuth of traverse, longitude and latitude. All in floating
point format using 10 columns each. Decimal point location

is arbitrary.

b) Normal pressure. 10 digit floating point number, decimal

point location is arbitrary.

Hydrography Cards: Program requires the number of cards
specified in 2 a containing two numbers each: water depth and
distance offshore at arbitrary values but in sequence starting
from furthest offshore. 10 digit floating point numbers with
arbitrary decimal point location. Negative values of depth and

distance offshore are permitted.
Time Card:

a) Time of day in hours and decimals. A 10 digit floating point

number with arbitrary decimal point location.

b) Month, day and year contained in columns 11 through 28. A-
Format is used such that any combination of 18 letters and

numbers is permitted.
Hurricane Parameter Card:

a) Longitude and latitude of hurricane eye. 10 digit floating point

numbers with arbitrary decimal point location.

b) Radius to maximum winds and C.P.I. 10 digit floating point

numbers with arbitrary decimal point location.

c) Astromonical tide. 10 digit floating point number with arbitrary

decimal point location.

Wind Stress Cards: Number of cards is specified by 2a. They

must be in the same sequence as the hydrography cards (item 4).

89



The onshore stress component must be listed first and the long-
shore component second. 10 digit floating point numbers with

arbitrary decimal point location,

Cards 5, 6 and sets 7 form one time block., The number of time blocks

is specified in item 2b.

The program is set up to perform as many consecutive cases as are loaded
at one time. It automatically proceeds with the computation of further
storm tide cases starting with item 1. If no more cases are loaded, com-

puting stops.

The total core capacity used by the program in its current form is approxi-
mately 17,000 on an 1BM 704.

Fortran Listing (following pages)
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I

PROGRAM TIDES
STORM TIDE { Twl VIMENSIUNS )
DIMENSION DATEL30.3)
DIMENSION TITLE(12)
DIMENSION X{80)s T(3uls DI{BOY» WWYLEU3QU)s waX(80530)

1 WLIBOs3C) s " §{80+30) W(80s30)s DPLB0Y3C)

DIMENSION A(30) yHLONGI30) sHLATI30)2R(30)sPZ 15019 XTIB0)»YT00)}
9959 CONTINUE
R AD (599001 (TITLELL 2I=1»1d)
IF(EOF»5)222+333
222 CALL EXIT
333 WRITE {69011 ¢ TITLE(L)sI=1912)
Uy FORMAT(12A6)
01 FORMAT (1M1 »17HSTORM TIDc ALONG s12A6.8HTRAVERSE//)

ReAD {5y 700) NXs NT» olGrs BMALLKs Focoluxl
70V FORMAT (212s4cives)
WrRiTt (63902 INXsnTenluksbrirllaslr slusy

G02 FORMAT(//7/777777776r NX=15s/76H NT=[5s/4H cr=sblbeos /6 SK=cldeds/ 31
XF=E12«8s/7r BIGKL=E12489///77)

READ {59704 ALFAsSLUNGsSLATHPN
704 FORMAT{4FLU.C)
WRITE {6y 702 ALF A SLUNGySLAT, P

705 FORMATULIO0XsHHALFA=E]S 40/ 10X s5HALONG=E10489/1CXe0rSLAT=ELSe69/ 10X
X3rAPin=El2.877)
NX = NX + ]

READ {59 701) (DULYs XUL¥s I=2sNX )
Tul FORMAT (2F10.1)

DO 1 J=1NT

RcAD {5 762} T{J) sDATEL IS 11 2UATE(Ja2)90ATlvs )
Tul FORMATIFlLev3A6) .

READ (5706 IRLONGIJY srLATIJ) sRIJYSPLUI) sAL I}
706 FORMATI(EFILICSC)

1 READ (59 7031  waXllsdls watilsole L1=gana)

703 FORMATIZFIC.0}

READ (597031 (L0l sl)es{lsl)sl=ganX)

UPON REMOVAL OF € IN AC?VE CARD sREMCVE Mt (CARD)
X(1) = X{2)
ET03 = 740 / 340
DEVELOP DP
COBPHI=COS ((SLATHRLATIL) )/ 2e0/5T742%58)
DO 800 J=1lsNT
HLAT(J) = (5LAT=-HLAT (J) }*¥60.0
80U MLONG{JY = { SLONG~rLLnO{v) 1 #CUSPHI*600
ALFA=ALFA/S7 429238
ALFAS=SIN (ALFA}
ALFAC=CUS (ALFA}
DO 8L1 I=2sNX
XTely=X{ ) *ALFAS
801 YTULly=xtI)rulLFaRC
DU 8.2 l=2sNX
D0 802 J=1sKT
DP{LsJ)=PN~PZ(W)
VOILASSGRT ({HLONGIJI) =XT(I 1 1 ## 2+ (HLAT(J)=YT([))¥%2)
IFI{VIOILA-1CI~15) 30ds8-298vD
B35 DP{LsJ)={DP{lsd=(PN~-Pelu))#uxXP (-R{J)/VOLLAY)
802 CONT[Nuct

END P
_ e I TE OUT INPUT OATH- -
WRITL {(br7501
Tad FORMAT(LIrIslOXsaHI(I s ioXsbmX[)e/)
WRITE (ae7ol3tollyextslzianX]
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751 FORMATI(Z2E2C.8)
WRITE
X1aNT1
752 FORMATI /775 sl T s ibnsinay .
A//16cloeb))
WRITE (67530 G sl sSUIs 1 eXTIIYeYTUL )XY I=29iX)
753 FORMATUIINIsYXs6HO (I a1 ol 3XsEHSUT s 1) s1aXsorXTLI)s15Xo5HYTHI) s 14X s4H
1X{1)/7/715E2C.8)})
DO 666 J=1sNT
WRITE (6,799)
752 FORMATUIML»10XsF1uel
LTHOP s d) s LaXetinsX (1) /)

(67921 (T{II 1AL snLUNGICIPHLATLU) s LI e PLLIYs U=

GASAMLUNG s LOX sonmLAT s LiXslrRs L4Kscnt sy

TIJYVsDATE (U LY s DATE (Us2) 2 DATE(J 3]
s3A69/ 35X s waY{[sd) 212X sBwakK{lsdls12Xs

754 FORMAT(4E:2048)
WRITE {6s724) (wuY(loJdisunX(IsJdlsUP(Llsu)y XUIYal=zagsni)
&£66 CONTINLC
717 4 = RT
2 TtJy = T(dy - THU-1)
IF (TtJ1) 35 3s 4
3 TLJ) = T(w) + 2443
4 T4y = 3600.0% TLo)
Jo= J -1
IF {0 = 2 ) 59442
5 = KX
12 Xty = 62800 % AuS (X)) - X(i-1) )
= | - 1
IF (I = 2y 1531517
15 Xtz)y = X{3)
g0 B JE 29 NT
LU 6 l= 39 NX

PTul=D0Iy~a(Jl+lala*s0P il J)
PTO=PTLLl+2{1-1s1
IF (PTU-Cab 999477

77 IFLDUL}) 1220060

22 wllsd) = {SmALLEY (anY (lso—D)+unY (s ) 3RT(U}/2e0+ullau=1)) 7/
1 { 1e0Q + olual® T(J)/PToA4T00 #* wod | wilau~111)
CoS5(lsdl = loimALLC/ (BaeZovkTul HlaaX{l-1sd) + wnXllsd)) + r# wilou)/
1 {517 * Fiv ) 3 % X{11 + Stl-1s0)
WLl =PTOol+5(lsu)=0slo-ull)
G0 TG 373 ‘
66 QUled) = (SMALLEE(waY(lsdml)+and {12} )#T (U} /20+atlad-1)) /
1 { 1a0 + 3IGK # T{IY/PTUS*c 703 % AcS ( wiisJ=11)}
STlsd) = (SMALLK/(64434%PTD) ¥ (waX(l~1ru) + wwX{lsJd) + r* w(lsdi/
1 (32«17 #* PTu ) ) * X({1y + S{[-1y0)
WLl Ji=PTul+3{lsu)=0eTo~-U{1}
33 IFlaltlsur+0(l) Jab,696
G4 wl(lsed)=lel
G2 1O 6
G allsdy=lac
Stled)=lad
Wlilsd1=C.C
o CuNTINLE
Xtz)y = X(1)
DG 7 I = 34 NX
7 X1y = XtI-1) - X{11/6085+3
D0 8 J=ZaNT
TiJd) =AaMuw (Tlu—=1) + T{J)/560Ce0 » 24eu)
ITl=T(J)*1icaC
wRITE (6190w ) ITLaLATZ (U L) sDATC (gt suATe{Urs)
190w FORMAT [LHI~ISs1Xs 30T elX 98805 4s/// /70X 0Xs LA 18K s Brabs s it
TIHZ s 24X 150
wilTh (Ladveol IXUI ) gabltisdYentloo)eullsdlsizzeni)

g2



290y FORMAT (Fl5e292F15435F1542)
8 CONTINUE
GO TO 6999
END
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APPENDIX B
SYNTHETIC HURRICANE WINDFIELDS

by
M. J. Viehman



In predicting water wave and surge phenomena, a knowledge of the

distribution of wind speeds and directions over the interface is essential,

Here a numerical method is developed, utilizing the technique of Good-
year, Nunn, and others to compute the wind speed and direction along

a coordinate line through a Standard Project Hurricane in Zones B and C
in the Gulf of Mexico, as modified by Hydromet Memo HUR-7-85,

Hydromet Memo HUR-7-85 (November 1965) modified the Standard
Project Hurricane (SPH) of National Hurricane Research Project Report
No. 33 in Zones B and C in the Gulf of Mexico, with moderate transla-
tional speed (MT) to conform with historical data given in Fig. B-] from
Nunn. This figure is a plot of R , the radius of maximum winds in
nautical miles against the dimensionless ratio V/Vmax at some distance
from the storm r (also in nautical miles) on semilog paper with lines

of constant r drawn to the right of 90 percent of the historical data for

the area.

It is seen that any of the lines of equal r are of the form

loglo R =m + log b (B-1)

max
Values of m and b obtained from the lines in Fig. B-1 for the various
values of r are plotted in Fig. B-2. The lines are seen to be well

described by equations of the form

log m klog r + log C1 (B-2)

and

logb = nlogr + log C, (B-3)

Fitting Eqs. B-2 and B-3 by the least squares criteria gives
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k = -0.15128
C1 = 3.354
n = 1. 607
-3
C2 = 1.265 x 10
yielding from Eq. B-1
_ k \' n
log10 R = Cl r v + log10 C2 r
max
or
_  max
V(r) = T log = (B-4)
C1 r C2 r

where the values K, Cl’ CZ’ and n were given above,

Equation B-4 evaluates the wind speed along the radial direction from the
storm center through the point of maximum wind speed (since at r = R,
V = Vmax)‘ Figure B-3 shows this direction. For the SPH, which has
a wind incurvature angle of 25 degrees, the direction of the section is

115 degrees measured clockwise from the storm direction,

This direction through the maximum wind is taken as © = 0 degrees and
the wind speed distribution around the storm at a constant r is taken to be

Vi

V(r,0) = V - —— (1 - cos 9) (B-5)

(r)

so that for equal values of r the wind on the opposite side of the storm

(6 = 180 degrees) will be the maximum wind minus the storm wvelocity.

Equations B-4 and B-5, assuming the incurvature angle of 25 degrees,
are sufficient to describe the wind anywhere outside the radius of maximum

winds of the storm.
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Figure B-3

Radial direction through the maximum wind

Eq. B-6

LINEAR APPROXIMATION

H o

Figure B-4
Sketch of wind profiles for SPH and Eq. B-6
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Inside the radius of maximum winds a linear falling off of the velocities
will yield a close approximation for surge calculations. Figure B-3

shows this approximation.

It is frequently found useful to specify the wind direction and magnitude
by giving its components in some orthogonal system chosen relative to

an offshore traverse. Such a system is shown in Fig. B-5,

In order to complete a computational scheme to compute the wind along
(Vx) and perpendicular (Vy) to an arbitrary traverse, the relationships
between the various angles in Fig. B-5 need to be developed. A rela-
tionship between the storm position, specified as the storm's latitude

Hlat and longitude H1 , the position x where the wind is to be com-

ong
puted with the angle 0 needs to be derived. Simple addition and sub-

traction will yield

0 = &§ + 115deg - vy (B-6)
where 4
- -171
Yy = tan -af;r-:—g-
dlong - Hlong B Xlong
Yat 7 Fat ~ Hiat
and Xlat and Xlong are the position where the wind is to be computed.

These are shown in Fig, B-6.

To compute cos § directly without using an inverse function |i.e.

d
tan” ! —dlj[&%& , the trigonometric identity for cos (a - b) is used where
a
a = 6§ + 115 degrees (the cosine and sine of a may be calculated once

and used through the calculation), and b = y. Cos y is seen to be
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dlat
are in nautical

equal to and sin y equal to -}-;-I-l-g- if dlat and dlong
miles., To effect this, multiply dlat by 60 and dlong by 60 cos ¢,

where ¢ is the latitude of the hurricane, The result is:

_ . 60
cos 8 = [cos (6 + 115 deg) dlat + dlong sin (6§ + 115 deg) cos (b] -

(B-7)

Now the angle P that the wind is making with the traverse (+x) must be
found. Figure B-7 shows the angles necessary to make the computation.
Figure B-8 shows these angles superimposed on one another so it may be

seen that

B = a-vy+90deg + 25 deg (B-8)

Again, the sine and cosine identities for sums and differences of angles

are used giving

. cos P = %9. [Dlong cos ¢ (cos a cos 25 deg - sin a sin 25 deg)
- Dpot (cos @ sin 25 deg + sin o cos 25 deg)] (B-9)
. _ 60 . .
sin B = + Dlat (cos a cos 25 deg - sin @ sin 25 deg)
+ Dlong cos ¢ (sin @ cos 25 deg + cos a 25 deg)] {B-10)

The computer program given in Appendix C uses the aforementioned scheme
to compute the wind V, its components VX and Vy’ and the wind stress
Vz cos B = UUX and V'2 sin B = UUy.

Equations B-8 and B-9 were also used to compute back the V/Vm < from

a
which they were derived. Samples are shown in Fig. B-9. It is seen that
the results tend to be a little low for large values of r in some cases.
However, the contribution to the surge or wave phenomena at these low

wind speeds is small. Even if the storm is considered stationary,
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which is in violation of the premise, the speed of translation is
moderate (MT), steady state values of either surge or wind waves are
approached quickly and differences (in heights) are small at these

wind speeds.
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APPENDIX C

COMPUTER PROGRAM FOR GENERATION OF WIND STRESS
COMPONENTS ALONG A TRAVERSE



Introduction

This program is written to solve the equations developed in Appendix B
to determine onshore and longshore wind stress components for a project
hurricane along a specified traverse. The project hurricane is specified
in terms of its latitude, longitude, radius to maximum winds, forward
speed, and azimuth of direction of travel. The traverse is specified by
its shoreline coordinates and azimuth. Points on the traverse are
specified by their distance ofishore. The wind stress components are
put out on cards which are then used in the storm tide program described

in Appendix A.
Logic Flow

1. Read number of time steps, number of stations along

traverse, longitude and latitude of traverse and azimuths,

2. Read values for distances offshore of stations for which

stress components are required,
3. Write out heading and shoreline parameters,

4. Compute various constants and coefficients required in

the equations.

5, Read hurricane parameters at time specified. Repeat

through for number of times specified in 1 (N =1, NT).
6. Write out hurricane parameters,

7. Compute wind stress at point specified. Repeat through

for number of stations specified in 1 (I = 1, NX).
8. Write out wind stress components.

9, Punch card containing wind stress components,
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10.

11.

12,

Return to 7 if station counter is less than NX; otherwise

go to 11.

Return to 5 if time counter is less than NT; otherwise

go to 12.

End.

Preparation of Input Data

lo

2.

3.

Card Containing:

a)

b)

c)

d)

a)

b)

Number of time steps: fixed point number ending

in column 5.

Number of stations on traverse: a fixed point number

ending in column 10.

Longitude and latitude of shoreline station (X = 0):
two 10-digit floating point numbers. The position of

the decimal point is arbitrary.

Azimuth of traverse measured clockwise from the
north to the onshore vector: a 10-digit floating point

number with arbitrary decimal point location.

One card for each station on the traverse. The number of cards -
is specified in 1 (b)., Each card contains the water depth and
distance offshore: two 10-digit floating point numbers with
arbitrary decimal location. (The water depth is not used in

this program but these cards exist from the storm surge program
described in Appendix A.) Negative numbers are permitted for

overland stations,

One card for each time step specified in 1 (a):

Forward speed of hurricane in knots: a 10-digit floating

point number with arbitrary decimal point location,

Azimuth of vector of direction of travel of hurricane
measured clockwise from north: a 10-digit floating

point number with arbitrary decimal location.
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c) Longitude and latitude of hurricane eye: two 10-digit

floating point numbers with arbitrary decimal location.

d) Radius to maximum winds and maximum wind speed;
two 10-digit floating point numbers with arbitrary

decimal location.

e) Time: a 10-digit floating point number used to identify
the time., In the case of the project hurricanes this was

chosen as the number of hours before landfall.

Fortran Listing (following pages)
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YN VY Oy

IeUuw

39

1ii¢

2l
tl

63

82

s

EZ4

FPROGRANM WINDS

GENERATION UF WIKD STRcSSES ALCNG A TRAVERSE

NDs OF TIMES = NT » STATIONS = NX

CUURDINATES UF 3SmLRe LlNc (9LUNGs SLAT)

AT AZIMUTA ~LPra viGRekRS

MURRICARE Travowliho AT sAdlineIhn welTAsy sPoou Vi CeNTorow ATl nuuew
HLAT .

HURR I CANE PARAMETERSs Ky CAPRs VMAXVH

DIMENSTION XUI100)s TITLEIDLZY

CONTINUE

READ INPUT TAPE 5380 sNTsNXe2LUNGsSLATsALPHA

FORMAT 121593F10.01)

if (ECFs5) 1113, 1lile

CONTINUE

O3 222 l=1sNX

KEBD INPUT TAFPE Se8lepsXtl)

FORMAT (2F1Ce0)

WRITE CQUTRPULT TAPE 6983snNTalvXxsSluniwsdblLaTssLPHA

FORMATI 4X926HaIND STHEDS ALUNG TRAVERSES//7 2XsanhT Safbscastn
INX =915s/ 2xsTrmSLUNG =97 L0 394X906R5LAT Sk i0es9/ DXs7HALPNMA =,
SF1Ge3)

RACIAN=C.ul74532%¢>

TehLZ2=0e4k2429644819
Ll=3e354
C2=ue (01265
FrTLe15128
Fii=ls60727
CILAL=COSF iRAUIANTALPHA]
SINAL=SINI ARADIANFALPHA)
UlhEs=2Celie b 18ed
C2525=Ca%.650779

1111 NK=1sNT
AD IRPUT TAPE 502 VitsUbLTAsHLUNGIHLAT s CAPRyVMAX T ime
RMAT (7F1C40)

ITE CUTPUT TAPE 69849y VrsDELTAsnLUNGIsHLAT»CAPR s VmaXy Tlwic
FORMAT (/7 4Xs39mridRrRICANE TRAVELLING wlThH FURWARLU SPELWsFOBeZalXs
15nXNUTSeys 5A910HAT AZLIuTHF10esy THUZGRECS S/
Xy LEHUENTERED AT LUNGYE LOeD93Xs3MLATsF 10039/
55K e 21HRADTIUS OF MAX WInuS =9bF 10634/
L5X s LTHMAX wIND SPcoe Ther 1Cess IXeonaNUTS s/ 90XsF L0wsscot  muurs oer
20rRL LANLDFALL) '
w21TC QUTPUT TAPRE 6,92

FORMATIL /7 5%:3HSNX,?X)3HNWY97X’lHX’9Xv1hV&9X:ZHVY’OX;dHVXL
CIU115=CCaF(RAVIANM{UELTA+LL1S«01))
SIDILIS=SINFIRADIANMIULLTA+LLDW0))

ol 1111 I=1eRX

XLAT=5LAT-X{ 1) *CUSAL/6U»0
XLUONQ=SLONG+X L I3 SINALZA(E0su*(OLr IXLAT*RAUIANY)
LAT=XLAT-HLAT
PRIGAR=C O {XLAT+rLAT Y *<aADIAN
CLONO=HLTIWO-XLONG
CoLPrl=CoSFIPHIZAR)
RE6CeO*EURTE (DLATH 4+ LULURGRUSKHM] ) *%¢ )

1F (x-CAPR}1slsd

Cr

- SR W

o

o

IF (R~CAPR/>540) 35354

V=0 el

G 10 5
COcTrm={(COLILIo*DLAT+SI0LLo¥DLUNG*CUEPHT I ¥bLe0 /K

V{30 0#R=CAPR) /{24 0*CAYRY VR (VIMAA=Y /24 0% (1o 0—-LUSTH))
GC 10 5
CobTms (Con I Io%unaT+ol ol to%ul LR USSPl %6 U e 0/R
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VaTERNLE#YMAXERH¥RERK /CL¥ALUSG (CAPRK/Z{Ce¥HERENY ) ~-VR/ZLe 0% Le 0-CUSTMY)
5 VYsVESD L C/R*IDLAT* (CUSALHLUSES~SINAL*SINED Yt uluing*usknl®
T{SINAL#CDS 28 +COSAL*SINZS ) )
VX=VEGC e C/RM(DLONG*CUSPHI* {COSAL*COS25-SINAL®SINZ S ) ~DLATH
THCOSALESINZS+SINAL*CUS2D ) )
WX =V X
WHY =V VY
WRITE QUTPUT TAPL 2+90snanXswwY sX{I)sVaVYsvi
WRITE QUTPUT TAPE H6s91lsvaXawnwYsXiI)sVeVYavX
Qu FORMAT (6F1043)
91 FORMAT (6FlC.2)
1111 CONTINUE

GO TG 10000
1113 CALL EXIT
END
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APPENDIX D

COMPUTER PROGRAM FOR SURGE ROUTING IN A CHANNEL

by
Mariann Moore



T03A
CHANNEL {Downstream Conditions)

@&H Read Data Card |

s Date Blank?
no

{ Read Data - Output Data ]

CALL XPROP
{De velops H, 2, BSMAT, AO, and X Matrices)

{ Initialize for first Boundary Point, MMAX = MMAX -~ 2, T =0, N=1

LASTX = Index of H and Q Points
when two successive Hs and Qs are
with ¢H and € respectively

@__JT #=T+4T, M=1, N=N+1

yes
<ZT > TMAX —=END OF CASE—{1)
= END OF CASE

no

CALL BP to develop H(l), ©{1) for Nth Point|

| LASTX - LASTX + 4 |

LASTX = MMAX ]

[CALL ELK (compute 4{m)s and k(m})s where m = 2, LASTX [

l Compute H{m), Q{m) where m = 2, LASTX

2(2) - Qi4)
O{2) + S e

®

Q) =
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©)
l

Set upstream conditions if LASTX = MMAX

HMMAX) = HMMAX - 1} + H(MMAX - 1) i HIMMAX - 2)
H{MMAX + 1} = H(MMAX -~ 1)

QIMMAX - 1) = QM-W

QMMAX) = 0 QMMAX + 1) = = Q(MMAX - 1)

e yes
< H(M) > 1000 > ——» ERROR MESSAGE—=(1)

T

If it is time to print output results for time = T, and if IDEBMP -1,

. 4 k results will be printed.
.

H‘LASTX = Incilex of H and ¢ Poecints when two successive Hs and s
are within #H and ¢(Q respectively when values {rom LASTX ~ 4 to
LASTX are checked,

s
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AN aNaRANANARAN AN AR SN ANA!

PROGRAM CHANNEL

DOWNSTREAM VERSIUN. (705A)
CHANNEL SURGE IN THE MISSISSIPPI KIveR GULF wuTLeT-oNs¢o-702
STURAGE OF L AND K MATRICES L1lyM-1 L1l LisM+l »£TC
L2yM-1 L2sM L2sM+1l »ETC
L3yM-1 L3sM L3sM+1 sETC
L4sM=-1 L4sM La4sM+]l H»ETC

IF CHANGE IN TWO SETS UF H AND Q LESS THAN EPSs vALULS OF LS AND
KS AKE AssuMeD EwUAL AT THE TWO POINTS
NTAELE=NO UF ENTRIES IN The TABLES cesRZERUsANU Tho LiviTIAL VALUL
MAATRICES HH{X) AND W& (X) == T=0
A(HsX) DEFINED AS BE(X) oH
NHO=NO OF ENTRIES IN THt INITIAL VvALU:z MATRIX HU(T)-—-X=0
MMAX = NUMBER OF GIVeN X STATIONS
DIMENSION nH({100)sGu(10uV)
DIMENSION XX(IUU)9AZtRO(lOU)sb(lOO)9TT(10U),Cc(bOO)yAO(OUO),
1HO (100} sH(6C0) sWI600) sELMAT(49600) s CAYMAT(4,4,600) 9X(0UQ) 9AMAT(000)
2 oSMATI(600) '
COMMON ADIAZERO b s (29 XX9sFMARSHY FCHANNs ICZ
1HO s TT o XoHo W ELMAT 9 CAYMAT s AMAT 9 BSMAT 9y ALPHAS ACUNSY G
1 READ (5+8GCC0) NDAsNMOSNYR-
IF (NDA) 99999,2 :
2 READ (558C00) NTABLEsNHUSMMAXSNPRTX) IDEpBPs1DEBMP
READ (598001) GsALPHASACONSIDT sDXs XMAX s TMAXsUTPRT 9 PSHyEPSW s FiMARSH
1y FCHANN 9 CASEKC2ZERO
3v0l FORMATI(TF10.0)
8U0U FORMAT (7110)
READ (5498%01) (XX(1)s1=1sNTABLE)
READ (5+8001)( B{1)s1=1sNTABLE)
WRITE (6+2000) NMOSNUDAINYRIALPHA S FCHARNNSFMARSHIUT sDX s TMAX s XMAX »
IDTPRTSEPSHHIEPSQSG

2¢OV FORMAT (1r1s27Xs 511 CHANNEL SURGE IN THE MiSSISSiPPI RIVER wUL
1F CUTLETs5Xs 129 H/s129lr/ 9129/ /s 1oH INERTIA CUEFesoXoOrFLHANNY
211X s 27RFMARSH T INCREMENT 9 4XelinX InCRoMenTsoXslenTimeo

SMAXTMUNM s 6X s 9HX MAXIMUN/ 91X 9T lTes/ s IHO s contPRINTLING dNCRemeiNT A T .
429C1 404 95X 25HAUITTING TULLRANCT IN H =9t lbetsynXyeonWUITTING TulLek
SANCE IN G =9El4e4s/992Xs4H G =9E1De8,5/7) :
Z2uul FORMAT (37Xs2E20.8)
HRITE (6,52002)
2002 FORMAT (1H1948Xs1HX912X 9 16HSURFACE WIDTH £S5y /)
WRITE (652001) (XX(I)ys Bl 1=1sNTABLL)
READ (558C01) (TT(l)s1=19NAQ)
READ (558001) (HO(I1)YsI=1sNHC)
WARITE (6452007) .
2007 FORMAT (1H1947X924HIN1T1AL CONDITION AT X=09/949Xs2H Ty17Xeonn0I(T)
1,7)
WRITE (692068) (TT(I)sHG{I)yI=1sNHO)
2008 FORMAT (37Xs2E20.8)
READ (5+8001)(HH{I)s]1=1sNTADBLL)
READ (298C01){WJ(I)sl=1sNTAoLE)
DO 3u I=1sMMAX
H{1})=0.0
3u Q(I)=0.0 .
DEVELOP H(X)s QIX)9bB5(X)sAND AQ(X) mATRILES AND X (M) MATRIX
CALL XPRCP (MMAXsNTABLEsDXshHsQW)
CLWRITE (652009)
2009 FORMAT (1r11938Xs24HINITIAL CONDITION AT T=09/919X92n XslYXsirns
1 19X 1ROy 18X e 2HBS s 10X 2HAD/)
WRITE (692011) (X(IYshnC1D)eW(I)sDSMAT(L)YyAC(L)sl=0smmAX)
2011 FURMATI( 7XsbL2048)
ARITE (6452012)
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FORMAT(IRL)
INITIALIZE FOR FIRST pwulNDARY PUINT
1

N=1
HA=H (1}
X=0asu
FIND LAST PUINT IN ms LINE AT T=Q
[JulT=~1
L0 290 [=1sdMMAX
INDEX=]
IF (ABS(H{I+1)-BILI1)-EPSH) <11s£2115300
211 IF {(ARSIQUI+1)~QUL))Y-EPSW) 220s2205300
2w 1aulT=10UlT+1
IF (IGUIT)Y 290+2905300
25w CONTINUE
LASTX=MAAK
6O 1O 310
A0v LAzTx=IKkDE
RoTudrN LowP FUR New TN
3lv luwslT=-1
T=T+07T
IF (T=T1AX) 320320 31>
315 WRlTe (e,2030) THTHAX,OT .
Judo FURMATIImLy o dr¥as % ASE FLINISHLU¥¥%%T =y icecsoXesbHTMAaX Ssrldet
SN s 6 DT =y 1% eHe /1M1 )
6o TS 1
EY AR NVEIEE G |
wwioz=l )
LoLDER o GULD
=1
INDEX=1
N=h+1
OoTalN cOuhlarY PUulinT X=0s mz=ls H=MHU(T)
CALL sPiNsnclDswulUruintDER o T ISTART sNRUs IVLDOP)
ez L)
IF (nRNEw=1000.0 ) 22
1 w178 (6,2021) IRUEX,
1 FoaMAT 240 »# % »pRRURF*¥%HO(T) SLUWS UFP AT M=914,6H T =sklbeb)
GG TC 1
372 GHEw=Q(1)
rn{1)=HCLD
G{1)y=30L0
L1IST=0
IF (TRPRINT-T) 33093309340
330 LIsT=1
TRPRINT=TPRINT+DTPRT
340 LAZTX=LASTX+4
IF {LASTX-MMAX)345C 53504350
350 LALTXA=MMAX
3ou CALL ELKILASTX DX suT o UMAX o LASEK»C22ER0)
La=LASTX~4
IPRINT=(
HEL Y =HhEW
GL1Y=0NEW
362 DCOAEE M=2,A%TX
H{A =mIM)Y  +{ (LMATI] W) +OELMAT(GaM)  +2.0%( tLMAT{29%)
1 FELMAT (3504 11760
LAY =q (M) +{CRYMAT (] 9M) FOAYMAT U4 M) +ee X (CAYMAT I ZsM)

32290221
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IaNaNa

365

37J

371

374

375
38v
381
201V

382
2uzZv

39V
2u25
Gy
396
395
41y
42
430

454

1 +CAYMAT(3,M) 117640

CONTINUE

QL1 I=QU2)1+0.5%(Q(2)1-Q (%}

IF (LASTX-MMAX) 371s370,370C

MM=MMAX-1

MP=MMAX+1

H{MMAX ) =H (MM +0e 5% (HIMMI~H(MM=2))
H{MP ) =H{MM)

QIMMI=0e5#L(MM=1)

QIMMAX) =040

QiIMPY==G(MM)

DO 500 M=1sLASTX

INDEX=M

IF (H{M1=-1000+0) 37493744321
IPRINT=IPRINT+]

IF (LIST) 400400375

I[F (IPRINT-NPRTX) 400+380,380

IF (M—1) 3B1s381,382

WRITE (642010) TsDT

FORMAT( #/734H T =9F10e195X940DT =3F10als/ /76Xy 20 Me6Xs4HX(M) 29Xy
T4HH (M) s 13X s4HO M) s 10X s LZHAGHEM) s X (M) ) 94X s 13MC2Ur (M) s X{F) ) 210X
2IHL s 13Xy 1HK s/}

WRITE (6320201 MaX{M)>HINM) sQIMIsAMATIM)»C2(M)
FORMAT(IGsF10el92E17s79L158+69E1746)

IPRINT=C

IF (IDEBVMP)Y 400,400,390

WRITE (6420251 {ELMATIKsM) s CAYMAT{K sM) 9 K=194)
FORMATI91X,2E14.5)

CONTINUE

IF (M=1) 500,500,396

IF (M—L&4)500s3925935%95

IF (ABS(H{MI—H(M-1))~cP5m) 410,410,500

IF (ABS{GIM)-G{M~1))~cP5W) 42054205500
10UIT=1CQUIT+1 ,

IF (IQUITY 5005004430

DO 450 I=INDEXsLASTX -

H{T)=HILASTX)

Q{Iy=QULASTX) N
LASTX=INDEX

60 TO 310

CONTINUE

~G0 10 310

low

11w

CALL EXIT

END

SUBROUTINE sPINsHOLDsGULUsGOLDERy Ty ISTART sNHO IDEGEBP)
DOANSTREAM VERSION (705A)

DIMENSIUN XX(lOO)sAZtRU(lOU)’D(lOu)’TT(IOO},CdiéletAOKOUO)'
IHOLIG0 ) st bLO)sdﬁbbu)sCLﬁAT(496uC)9CAYMAT(4:600),X{QUOJ’AMAT(OOOJ’
2 BSMAT(600)

COMMON AQsAZERD o s CZa XX sFMAKSHs FCHANNSICZ,

IHO s TTaXsbisws ELMAT s CAYMAT s AMAT s 55MAT s ALPHASACUN G

P FINDS THe FIRST FUINT AT X=0sM=1ls t=HAGITIN) )
5P SETS UP THE REXT I3TARTs AGLDs AND 2S0OLD

ISTART=STARTING PLACe IN TaobLe nO(T)

VO 100 I=ioTART RO

INvEx=1
CIF UT-TT(I3) 1305110s10v

CONTINUE

H{ly=HOLINDEX )

[START=INDEX

50 TO 150
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13v IM=INDEX-1
HLLy =m0 {IMY+ (0 TNe X)) =G e IR T=TT (Lo} 3 Z 0T T N X ) -TT LMY
I5TART =M

150 rH=H{1}
BE=RSMAT (1)
AGAT L) sESHMH +aCUN
o= (1) -HOLD
ELMATI]s13=0H
IF (~N=1) 16Ce160+170

160 LAYNMATEL,1)=00
GO TO 175

17v CAYMAT(1,1)1=00L0-J0LDEKR

175 DO 200 1=2,4
CAYMAT (1, 11=CAYMAT(1s1]1)

Suv ELMAT{I»11=0H

Y9 RETURN

END
SUeRUUTINEG LKILALTXsUX s 0T MAKs CASRK s L 2L0RU)
DUAWNSTREAM VEREION  (TO3A)
DISeNSION XX (100 2AZERULIUUI»EBT100)« TTLI00)sCelBO0)»ADLOUD)
1h3(100}»H(600)sQ(BUU)siLmAT(hocUJ)oCAYhAT(%abQu}aX(pOO)oAMAT(SOO}v

2 BSMATI6CCY-

CouMON AQsAZE RO sB s C2 9 XX PRk Sty FCRANNSICZ
Tt I T s X stieaws L LPAT s CaYMAT s b TopoMAT s ALPrASALUNIO
ELN wEvoLwrS Lo Tnrotun 4 ~nu K1 TrRCuun 4 AT PUlinTs XiM=2)

Trcowdrm X{mzLboTX) FoR wine VALUS OF TON)

LT 2L 0RFDX
Du 2l K=lsb
JoTART=1

U b.l MsZyLASTX
[F (M =LASTX) Glssls5Q
5¢ IF IK=1180950+560
5U LAST=LASTXY]
Kid=K=-1
IF (LASTX~MMAX} 80,85+805
Lo AT (KM LAST) = ELMATIKMILASTX)
CAYATL M LASTI=CAYMATLRASLASTX)
G 1O 9C
B85 LAY AT LaN o LALT I =-CAYMAT (R LASTX~1)
CLAAT IR s LAaST) = ELAT CrpisLAST~2)
E AR CIVER RV I R VE S VIR W AVIVEICIVIFR LTS
Luw AL =0wey
AauK =080
Aot =0e0
ApUDR=0+Q
GO TO 4C0
ZUou AUSK =0 B CAYMATIK~1 M)
RrUUL=0e3 *  CLMATIK=1sM)
movuttFOe 5F (0 ciltiAaT I =1yt 1) = zliaT{n=1ym=-1)]
A sa=Ce B FLLAYMAT (K =1yrt 1) ~CaYimT{n—1sa=11))
Le 1O A4G0
30U mULNECAYMAT L M)
ADL= ELNMATI3 M)
AOUSH=E CLIMATI3 M+l )= o LMAT(%4M~1)
AOUDGTCAYMAT (3 a4 L) —CATMAT {5 alim1]
agv XARC=X{H)
ARGEAIMYTALDL

BSEATIEM)

[Re]
C

At D% ARG +HACON
IF (HARG) 4ulshU029402
ol LJUMI=Ce2aRO
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GO TO 403
402 ETAZ(((DSMAT(MI=CASEK)# (FMARSH**145) +CASEK* (FCRANN®®*142) ) 7E2SMAT (M) .
1)1%% L. 66666667
C2{MI=ll1ebbb6/ETAYRHZ )% ({AQIIMI+MARGI*% (33533333}
ﬂuﬁ IF {&_l} 410;4101420
Glu AMATIMI=A .
420 DHDX={H{M+1)-H(M=1)+ADDLH)/DX2
DQOX={Q(m+1)—Q{M~11+ADOLW) /DX2
GATM=GQ{M)+ADDK
G4u ELMATIKsMI==DTRDQLX/BS
450U APLUSH=AS (M) +H M) +ADDL
FRICT=1e0/7C2(MI
CAYMAT (Ko M) =DT#{—G#ARDHOX-GATMFLGHABS{WATM) *FRICTZAPLUSHY
1 ALPHAX*OQDX ) /A}
50y CONTINUE
99 RETURN
END
SUBROUTINE XPROP (MMAXsNTASLE +DXsHHIQQ)
DUWNSTREAM VERSION {TO034)
WIMENSTOUN HR(100) sGwlilV])
DIMENSION XX{10U)sAZERUILI0CG) «BL100)»TT(1001+sC2(600)9ACI6UD) Y
1HU(100)9H(600)’O(600)oﬁLMﬁTlQaéOOJ,CAYMAT(Q;&OG)vX(bOO?QﬁMAT(éoo)!
2 3SMATLE0C)
COMMON ACHIAZERDIBs ({29 XXsFMARSHYy FCHANNSICZ
ldO;TT,X’H,u,ELMAT,CAYMAT,AMAToSSMAT»ALPHAaACuN,u
XPROP DEVELGPS THE MMAX VALUES OF THE VECTURS AQ bSMATsHe(X) ANDX
GIVEN THE NTApLL VALUES oF Tho VECTURS AZcROUsBsrHswws AND XX
X(11=0.0
I5TART=1
DO 500 K=1sMMAX
DO 3.0 I=ISTARTHINTABLE
INDEX=1
IF (X({KY=XX{1}) 35Cs25C»300
30¢ CONTINUE
25w pSPAT(K}=b{INDEX)
iy SHHE{INDEX)
GIKI=GR(INDEX) ot
ISTART=INDEX ’
GO TO 4CQ
350 IM =INDEX~-1
,FACTUR=(X(S)~XX§IM))/(XKKINDEX)—XX(IM))
SSMATI(K ) = { IMI+(E(INPEX )~ IM} ) *FACTOR
HAK Y sHHOITMI+ (AR (I NVve X ) =t M) ) #FACTCR
GIR T =00 TIM)+ QT INUEX T =uG U M) Y RFACTUR
ISTART=IM
45v FACTOR=K
KP=K+1
ALK Y=ACON/BSMATIK)
50v X{KP Y=FACTOR#DX
9% RETURN
END
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APPENDIX E

DERIVATION OF THE PLANFORM FACTOR



In a converging channel such as Study Area A, there will be a change in
tide from one end to the other, depending on the degree of convergence.
Although Study Area A is an open-end channel, it will be convenient to

consider the problem as a closed channel, and then make the necessary

allowances.

Langhaar (1951) discussed the problem of a closed channel and defined
a planform factor N which could be applied to a channel of constant
width and depth in order to arrive at the wind setup for a channel of

variable width and depth. The wind setup was given by

where
S 1is the setup
L is the length of the channel

D is the depth.

The planform factor N is equal to unity for a channel of constant width
and depth. 2S is the total difference in elevation between the downwind

and the upwind end of the channel as shown in Fig, E-1,

Langhaar considered a number of special geometrically shaped closed
channels, including those having converging sides and sloping bottoms.
However, for the marshland of Study Area A, the depth is constant, and
it appears that the sides can be represented by the simply mathematical
expression

e—ZaX

B = B

o (E-2}
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where B is the width of the channel at distance X measured from

B0 , the width at the beginning of the channel.

The integration of the above equation results in

2 2
_kU“X _ Nk UL

where L is the length of the channel, The constant of integration can

be determined from

¥
f BSdX = A_D (E-4)
0
where AS is the area of the surface (As D = wvolume of water).

If welet a = a/L in Eq. E-2, by use of Eq. E-4 one obtains, after

minor algebra,

2 2o
s =kU L, (e -1)-2e (E-5)
2gDh 20 (e22 - 1)

whence

1_((-':;2"&-1)-.201

N = 2
2a (e22 - 1)

(E-6)

For a = 0, the planform is rectangular BL/B0 = 1,0 and N = 1,0,

The above development is one for a channel closed at both ends., If we
consider a channel open at the entrance to the marshland, then an approx-
imation (linear relationship) can be given by shifting the surface profile
so that the original (- S) coincides with the mean water level, thus, thz;
setup at the upper end of the marshland will be twice that given for the

open channel, This is illustrated in Fig, E-2,
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Another way to look at the problem (Fig. E-2) is to take L = L/2 since
the nodal point is shifted from the middle of the closed channel (Fig, E-1)
to the entrance of the open channel (Fig, E-2). In either case, dS/dX

is assumed to be the same for both the closed and the open channel for

the same wind speed,

Thus, for an open rectangular channel of constant width and depth, the

setup will be twice that given by Eq. E-5 whence

2 2a
S=kUL 1_(e - 1) - 22 (E-7)
gD 2a (22 - 1)

and the planform factor is still the same as given by Eq. E-6.

A partial planform factor N (X/L) can be found by solving the integral
of Eq. E-4 between 0 and X, in which case a of Eq. E-6 is replaced
with o (X/L).

The planform factor N can be solved for by assuming o and calculating
b /L, from Eq. E-2 for X/L = 1.0, whence B /B = °®
a =1/2 4n BO/BL‘ Figure E-3 shows relationships for N as a

or
function of Bo/BL .

For the marshlands of Study Area A, it appears that B0 and B_. are

approximately 11 miles and 1.1 miles wide, respectively. At II;ast using
these values there seems to be reasonable agreement of the real boundaries
with the theoretical boundaries given by Eq. E-2, From Fig., E-3 it is
seen that there can be a large change in B for large Bo/BL values

without having much effect on the planform factor,

For the special case of Bo/BL = 0.1, the partial planform factor

N (X/L) is shown in Fig, E-4. From this, it is seen that the maximum
value of the planform factor, the upper reach of the marsh, is about 1. 36;
a considerable tolerance is permitted for the exact value of V0 since N

does not change much for BO/B between about 0.9 and 1.2, for example.
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