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Characteristics of the Local Scour Around Submarine Imbeded
Pipelines Due to Waves
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Kyoung Ho Kim*, Hong Hoon Kim*, Hyoun Sik Oh* and Ju Heum Yeun*

2 X :AREA siAEE e 27t AAEE AS APE Hs 70l sie A 2 gEzl Apdelt. B
dA7e A0 dldE B2 e FRAEY B4E 4E4es 1dd =Rtk B2 wdnld we S5
AZAE 51k do] Midd el SRAZAME WIFEF7E AZd & FIIAE sk ez et
Wt ke e g Aigde wjldurt 895 aske A% UBhIth 3298 o18ai A Mgt K-
CF H A Ursell 7] 8L dolE T olE59] BANE E&3IEn. 4827 K-CF B 3 Ursell 47F
Z7V8FE Algddel FEHT AEA0] Frhste AR ekt

#HAUB : K-C 5, F4 Ursell 7, THAZ, A2, A=, o) du]

Abstract : It is well-known that when pipelines are positioned on a sandy seabed, they have a tendency to bury
themselves. This paper presents the results of an experimental investigation on the characteristics of the local
scour around the submarine imbeded pipelines exposed to waves. Scour depths were measured according to the
imbedment ratios of the pipelines. The results indicated that the effect of lee-wake of the pipe is the key element
in the scour process of the submarine imbeded pipelines. In general, scour depths are smaller as the imbedment
ratios are larger. Using the experimental results, the relative scour depths are related to Keulegan -Carpenter
number and modified Ursell number, and the empirical equations are established. These equations show that the
relative scour depths are proportional to above two parameters and the scour region is extended as Keulegan -
Carpenter number and modified Ursell number are larger.

Keywords : K-C number, modified Ursell number, local scour, scour depth, embeded pipelines, imbedment ratio
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Fig. 2. Schematic description of experimental setup.
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Table 1. Experimental condition for the local scour

Scour condition Pipe diameter Embedment Wave period
Case No. (mm) ratio (sec)
2.5
1/6
3.0
Case 1 25 173 35
4.0
4.5
172
5.0
1/6 1.0
3.0
173 _
Case 2 38 4.0
4.5
12
5.0
1/6 3.0
Case 3 60 1/3
_— 5.0
12
1/6
Case 4 90 1/3 3.0
172
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Fig. 3. Wave height patterns for time series: D=38 mm.
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Table 2. Experimental data for parameters influence on scour (d;,= 0.85 mm)

o] olgh 1A whdue o] FRAEEA
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Pipe

Test Period . Embedment Eq. Scour U, U,. Wave Height
No. T (sec) dgn(lri[;: " ratio e/D dgpth (m) (m/bs) (ml;s) (cm) & ke ke Ure S ke ke,
1 1.0 0.038 12 0.0035  0.138 0.159 12.80 36 42 48637 0.092 5244.0 6023.0
2 1.0 0.038 173 0.0065  0.152 0.159 14.03 40 42 64.048 0.171 5776.0 6023.0
3 1.0 0.038 1/6 0.0055 0.161 0.159 14.79 42 42 75.031 0.145 6118.0 6023.0°
4 3.0 0.060 1/6 0.0020  0.163 0.143 6.24 82 72 35.073 0.033 9780.0 8598.0
5 3.0 0.060 12 0.0025 0.165 0.143 6.26 83 72 35411  0.042 9900.0 8598.0
6 3.0 0.060 1/3 0.0040  0.167 0.143 6.35 84 72 36961 0.067 10020.0 8598.0
7 3.0 0.090 12 0.0045  0.263 0.224 9.95 88 715 63.198  0.050 23670.0 20187.0
8 3.0 0.090 173 0.0090  0.265 0.224 10.07 88 715 65.512  0.100 23850.0 20187.0
9 3.0 0.090 1/6 0.0100 0.267 0.224 10.14 89 75 66.888  0.111 24030.0 20187.0
10 3.0 0.090 1/6 0.0170  0.335 0.302 12.74 11.2 10.1 132,661 0.189 30150.0 27189.0
11 3.0 0.090 1/3 0.0175 0337 0.302 12.78 11.2 10.1 133914 0.194 30330.0 27189.0
12 3.0 0.090 12 0.0125 0356 0.302 13.52 11.9 10.1 158.550 0.139 32040.0 27189.0
13 3.0 0.038 173 0.0095  0.165 0.143 6.33 13.0 113 91278 0250 6270.0 54454
14 3.0 0.060 173 0.0085 0265 0.224 10.08 133 11.2 147.842 0.142 15900.0 13458.0
15 3.0 0.060 1/6 0.0055 0.274 0224 10.38 13.7 112 161.439 0.092 16440.0 13458.0
16 3.0 0.060 1/2 0.0080 0277 0224 10.52 13.9 11.2 168.060 0.133 16620.0 13458.0
17 30 0.038 12 0.0115 0.176 0.143 6.71 139 11.3 108.723 0.303 6688.0 54454
18 3.0 0.038 1/6 0.0100  0.183 0.143 6.97 144 113 121.857 0.263 6954.0 54454
19 3.0 0.060 1/6 0.0260 0379 0302 14.36 19.0 151 427445 0433 22740.0 18126.0
20 3.0 0.060 172 0.0260  0.388 0.302 14.73 194 151 461.345 0.433 23280.0 18126.0
21 3.0 0.060 173 0.0275 0395 0302 15.02 19.8 151 489.133 0.458 23700.0 18126.0
22 3.0 0.038 12 0.0205 0263 0224 9.97 20.8 177 356.647 0.539 9994.0 8523.4
23 3.0 0.038 1/3 0.0175 0265 0.224 10.06 209 17.7 366393 0461 10070.0 8523.4
24 3.0 0.038 1/6 0.0170 0267 0.224 10.19 21.1 177 380.781 0.447 10146.0 8523.4
25 5.0 0.038 1/6 0.0195  0.169 0.149 4.95 222 195 126.069 0.513 6422.0 5643.0
26 5.0 0.038 1/3 0.0185 0.176 0.149 5.15 232 195 141976 0487 6688.0 5643.0
27 50 0.038 12 0.0185  0.181 0.149 5.26 23.8 195 151.269 0487 6878.0 5643.0
28 3.0. 0.038 1/6 0.0135 0.314 0302 11.95 248 239 614.125 0355 11932.0 11479.8
29 3.0 0.038 172 0.0080  0.323 0.302 12.24 255 239 659929 0.211 12274.0 11479.8
30 3.0 0.038 1/3 0.0330  0.346 0302 13.18 273 239 823946 0.868 13148.0 11479.8
31 2.5 0.025 1/3 0.0250  0.291 0.203 12.20 20.1 203 1019944 1.000 7275.0 5080.0
32 2.5 0.025 12 0.0300 0.300 0.203 12.58 30.0 203 1118249 1.200 7500.0 5080.0
33 3.0 0.025 1/3 0.0090  0.256 0.224 9.70 30.7 269 758.849 0.360 6400.0 56075
34 4.5 0.038 1/3 0.0220 0262 0309 8.01 31.0 36.6 430.543 0.579 9956.0 11738.2
35 2.5 0.025 1/6 0.0190 0312 0.203 13.07 31.2 203 1254.075 0.760 7800.0 5080.0
36 3.0 0.025 12 0.0105 0260 0.224 9.93 312 269 814.119 0420 6500.0 5607.5
37 3.0 0.025 1/6 0.0165 0.263 0224 9.97 31,6 269 823997 0.660 65750 56075
38 4.5 0.038 1/2 0.0220  0.284 0.309 8.73 336 36.6 557394 0.579 10792.0 117382
39 5.0 0.060 1/6 0.0660  0.460 0.420 13.35 383 35.0 991978 1.100 27600.0 25176.0
40 5.0 0.060 12 0.0540 0470 0420 13.63 392 35.0 1055.713 0.900 28200.0 25176.0
41 5.0 0.060 173 0.0680 0475 0420 13.79 39.6 35.0 1093.330 1.133 28500.0 25176.0
#42 4.0 0.038 1/3 0.0575 0.380 0.445 12.40 40.0 46.8 1252931 1.513 14440.0 16898.6
#43 4.0 0.038 1/2 0.0585  0.382 0.445 12.43 40.2 46.8 1262.047 1.539 14516.0 16898.6
#44 4.0 0.038 1/6 0.0535  0.392 0.445 12.76 413 468 1365256 1.408 14896.0 16898.6
45 4.5 0.038 1/6 0.0255  0.395 0.309 12.10 46.8 36.6 1484.142 0.671 15010.0 117382
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Table 2. (continued)
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Test Period .Pipe Embedment Eq. Scour U U,. Wave Height

No. T (sec) dgng:lt;:r ratio /D d:pth (m) (m/bs) (ml}s) (cm) & KC KRG Up SD - ke Re,

46 45 0038 13 0.0640 0395 0462 1211 468 547 1487.825 1.684 15010.0 17563.6
47 45 0.038 12 0.0655 0400 0462 1224 474 547 1536256 1.724 152000 17563.6
48 45 0038 1/6 00700 0436 0462 1337 516 547 2002229 1.842 16568.0 17563.6
49 50 0038 13 0.0640 0424 0420 1227 558 552 1920.115 1.684 16112.0 159448
50 45 0038 112 0.0325 0475 0450 1451 563 533 2559303 0.855 18050.0 171152
#5150 0038 1/6 00640 0443 0444 1283 583 584 2195197 1.684 16834.0 168568
52 50 0038 1/6 0.0610 0445 0420 1296 586 552 2262.604 1.605 16910.0 15944.8
#5350 0038 13 0.0630 0445 0444 1295 586 584 2257371 1.658 169100 16856.8
5445 0038 1/6 0.0250 0499 0450 1531  59.1 533 3006388 0.658 18962.0 17115.2
#5550 0038 112 0.0610 0458 0444 1329  60.3 584 2439.880 1.605 17404.0 16856.8
#5640 0.025 12 00525 0382 0445 1248  6L1 712 2951162 2.100 9550.0 11117.5
57 50 0038 12 0.0645 0465 0420 1349 612 552 2551699 1.697 176700 15944.8
58 45 0.038 13 0.0300 0537 0450 1648  63.6 533 3749.653 0.789 204060 171152
#5940 0.025 1/6 0.0445 0411 0445 1342 658 712 3669.500 1.780 102750 11117.5
60 35 0025 12 0.0090 0473 0378 1655 662 529 5214079 0360 118250 94475
#6140 0.025 13 0.0470 0421 0445 1373 674 712 3929.714 1.880 10525.0 11117.5
62 '35 0025 1/6 00175 0483 0378 1683  67.6 529 5483224 0.700 12075.0 94475
63 35 0025 13 0.0145 0483 0378 1686  67.6 529 5512.598 0.580 120750 94475
64 50 0025 172 0.0580 0455 0420 1322 910 839 5548494 2320 11375.0 10490.0
*65 45 0.025 13 0.0350 0581 0462 17.80 1046 832 10916079 1.400 14525.0 115550
*66 45 0.025 1/6 0.0405 0585 0462 1791 1053 832 11119708 1.620 146250 115550
*67 45 0.025 12 0.0405 0595 0462 1823  107.1 832 11726453 1.620 14875.0 115550
68 50 0025 13 0.0670  0.564 0420 1636  112.8 839 10515518 2.680 14100.0 10490.0
69 50 0025 1/6 0.0620 0605 0420 17.53 1210 83.9 12936.790 2.480 15125.0 10490.0
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