Tous & &2 Al &
A Numerical Study on Flood Inundation of Urban Areas Using 2D Finite

Volume Model: Application to Tous dam failure, Spain
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Estimated Maximum Mulet & Alcrudo(2004) Present Model Present Model
Gauge| Water Level(m) (absolut ) (absolute error, m)|(absolute error, m)
Range Middle absofute error, m Case 1 Case 2
1 17.5~19.0 18.25 14.209(4.041) 13.905(4.345) 13.033(5.217)
2 8.0~9.0 850 7.848(0.652) 7.737(0.763) 7.028(1.472)
3 7.0~8.0 750 7.272(0.228) 7.167(0.333) 6.200(1.300)
4 7.0 7.00 6.672(0.328) 6.492(0.508) 5.174(1.826)
5 0.2 0.20 2.217(2.017) 2.029(1.829) 1.136(0.936)
6 5.0~6.0 5.50 6.399(0.899) 6.538(1.038) 5.747(0.247)
7 6.0 6.00 6.427(0.427) 6.457(0.457) 5.748(0.252)
8 5.0 5.00 6.125(1.125) 5.572(0.572) 4.690(0.309)
9 0.0 0.00 0.671(0.671) 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000)
10 4.0 4.00 4.143(0.143) 4.191(0.191) 3.433(0.567)
11 2.0 2.00 3.476(1.476) 3.493(1.493) 2.674(0.674)
12 5.0~6.0 5.50 4.574(0.926) 4.510(0.990) 3.676(1.824)
13 25~3.0 2.75 5.412(2.662) 4.659(1.909) 3.555(0.805)
14 2.0 2.00 0.605(1.395) 0.335(1.665) 0.000(2.000)
15 0.0 0.00 1.552(1.552) 1.716(1.716) 0.909(0.909)
16 3.0~4.0 3.50 1.185(2.315) 0.993(2.507) 0.456(3.044)
17 0.0 0.00 1.806(1.806) 1.778(1.778) 1.009(1.009)
18 0.0 0.00 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000)
19 2.0~3.0 2.50 2.170(0.330) 2.031(0.469) 1.249(1.251)
20 2.0 2.00 1.244(0.756) 1.047(0.953) 1.586(0.414)
21 0.0 0.00 0.000(0.000) 0.000(0.000) 0.532(0.532)
Mean 1.131 1.094 1.171
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