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Abstract

In this study, flood influence analysis in the downstream of Sung-Ju dam was
simulated using HEC-RAS model. Input data for the simulation was which measured
water level, water velocity, siream section etc. HEC-RAS model could be applied to
steady flow or gradually varied flow in natural or artificial stream. HEC-RAS model
which can simulate real-time changing water level and compute water surface curve
was supplied to show the standard influent amount of Sung-Ju dam.

Through this study the submerged damage of Sung-Ju dam’s downstream would be
minimized.
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Fig 2.1 Cross section of each station
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Table 3.1 Simulation result by the discharge amount
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Fig 3.1 Longitudinal section by the discharge amount
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Table 3.2 Simulation result by the assumed discharge amount

T B 1 2 3 4 5
W5 & (m'/s) 35 40 44 47
o A A ok3 SHA SHA ak: Hz

Table 3.2= 49 WFFol| g Auo|th WFFol 47w /s 3$, 34 o] 9
WHFo] 50m/s¢l AS, WEsle A2E JeElgd. Fig 3294
dyadroz nHYD stationd] WFF 50m/sQ A9 JPHOF station 194 ¥

959 227 52

@3t station 49X AP o L2 AUt e

station 1

station 3 station 4

Fig 3.2 Cross section by the assumed discharge amount, 50m’/s
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