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Abstract: This study mainly investigates the impact of debris accumulation on scour depth and scour
hole characteristics around bridge piers. Through controlled experiments with uniform sand bed
material, the influence of various debris shapes (high wedge, low wedge, triangle yield, rectangular,
triangle bow, and half-cylinder), upstream debris length, downstream debris extension, and debris
thickness on scour depth and scour hole area and volume around the cylindrical pier were analyzed.
The findings revealed that the shape and location of debris in the water column upstream of piers
are key factors that determine the depth of scour, with high wedge shapes inducing the deepest
scour and potentially the largest scour hole, particularly when positioned close to the pier and fully
submerged. Scenarios in which triangle bow debris was submerged at full depth upstream of the
pier closely resembled situations devoid of debris. Conversely, debris extension downstream of
the pier was found to reduce local scour depth while concurrently enlarging the dimensions of the
scour hole. The existing scour prediction equations tend to overestimate scour depth in scenarios
involving debris, particularly when applying effective and equivalent pier width. This discrepancy
arises because these equations were originally developed to predict scour depth around piers in the
absence of debris. In response, a refined model for predicting scour induced by debris was proposed,
integrating factors such as upstream debris length, downstream extension, obstruction percentage,
and debris shape factor. This model demonstrated strong agreement with experimental data within
the scope of this study and underwent further validation using additional experimental datasets
from other research endeavors. In conclusion, this experimental study advances the comprehension
of scour processes around cylindrical bridge piers, providing valuable insights into the role of debris
characteristics and positioning.

Keywords: debris; pier scour; downstream extension length; deposition height; effective pier width

1. Introduction

Bridges are subject to various detrimental factors, such as water flow, sedimentation,
and debris accumulation. Researchers have used the term large floating wood debris
(LFWD) to describe log jams, debris rafts, drift, and debris masses, which typically consist
of woody debris accumulating near bridge piers and pose a significant threat to bridge
safety. The debris can increase lateral forces on the piers and reduce the flow area under
the bridge, leading to higher flow rates and extensive scouring around the piers, thereby
reducing the bridge’s stability and contributing to possible collapse [1].

Over the past few decades, hydraulic engineering has seen significant advancements
through computational and experimental investigations. These efforts have greatly im-
proved the understanding of the scouring process around bridge piers, illuminating the
underlying fluid dynamics and the formation of turbulent horseshoe vortices (THV) up-
stream of the bridge piers [2-8]. Kirkil et al. [9] reported that the horseshoe vortex (HV)
system around a circular pier in a scour hole changes in location and time. There is also
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a high average bed shear stress under the main horseshoe vortex and at the cylinder pier
base. Misuriya et al. [10] demonstrated calculating the scour depth in low roughness ranges
(D/ Dsp) < 25 with an error of less than 15% while 30% for roughness ratios (D /D5y > 100)
The study suggested that the flow/pier diameter ratio in gravel beds influences the scour
depth, potentially assisting in bridge pier design. Studies such as [11-16] show that many
researchers have investigated the temporal dynamics of peak scour development near
bridge piers. Using field data and experimental insights, these researchers have developed
several equations to predict scouring.

Flow conditions, stream geometry, pier configuration, and debris characteristics influ-
ence the shape and quantity of debris accumulation [17]. Debris can restrict the channel’s
cross-section, increasing flow velocities that exacerbate scouring and sediment removal [18].
Debris accumulation can vary in size and shape, ranging from small debris clusters up-
stream of a pier to near-complete blockages of the bridge’s entrance channel [19]. Past
studies [18] have identified two primary shapes for debris accumulations: rectangular and
triangular. These shapes depend on elements such as the characteristics of transported
debris and the waterway’s shape. Cylindrical bridge piers, especially those wider width
are particularly prone to debris clogging [20]. Pagliara and Carnacina [21] studied the effect
of the shape and obstruction area of debris on the degree of pier scouring. They found that
the obstruction area had a more significant effect than the frontal shape on the maximum
scour hole depth. However, they only focused on three debris shapes, namely rectangular,
triangular, and cylindrical, with a fixed upstream length that did not extend downstream
of the pier. They later investigated the influence of the length of debris upstream and its
extension downstream on pier scouring [22]. Their findings suggest that the maximum
scour depth correlates with the debris length ratio to pier width, with the maximum scour
depth occurring at a ratio of 3. Additionally, they observed that the scour depth decreases
as the debris extends downstream from the pier.

Previous research has predominantly concentrated on a narrow range of debris shapes,
such as rectangles and triangles, typically accumulated upstream of bridge piers. More-
over, existing studies have commonly assumed that debris collects on the free surface,
mid-depth, or channel bed. However, researchers have paid limited consideration to the
potential impact of the extension of floating debris resulting from continuous accumulation
processes both upstream and downstream of the pier and downward toward the stream
bed. The current experimental investigation systematically addressed the abovementioned
constraints by examining the consequences of diverse debris shapes and obstruction levels
on the cylindrical pier. The debris shapes included: a rectangle block, high wedge, triangle
bow, low wedge, half-cylinder, and triangle yield sign. The experiments occurred under
clear-water conditions, meticulously ensuring that the approach flow velocity remained
below the threshold required to initiate particle motion. The experimental scenarios consid-
ered three positions of debris: floating in the upper 25% of the water’s depth, extending to
50%, and extending to 100% of the flow depth.

Furthermore, each case systematically examined the downstream extension of debris,
ranging from 0% to 33% to 66% of the upstream debris length. Specifically, the research
examined scenarios where the debris obstruction percentage (A%) covered up to 33% of
the flow area and explored the impact of debris accumulation extending downstream up to
66% of the upstream length. This investigation used a narrow flume with a width of 0.3 m
to maintain controlled conditions and precise monitoring.

Based on these findings, an enhanced predictive model was developed to estimate
debris-induced scour. The model incorporates variables including upstream debris length,
downstream extension, obstruction percentage, and debris shape factor. Through careful
validation against experimental data from this study and supplementary datasets from
Melville and Dongol [23], the model demonstrated exemplary performance and reliability
within the datasets examined.
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2. Experimental Characteristics and Sand Properties

All experimental procedures were conducted at the Research and Design Center
Laboratory, Ministry of Water Resources, Iraq. The laboratory houses a dedicated testing
environment comprising a horizontal flume of 12.5 m in length, 0.3 m in width, and 0.55 m
in depth (Figure 1). Its transparent glass walls allow for direct observation and analysis
of all 100+ experiments. An electric pump drove the hydraulic system to a maximum
discharge rate of Q = 90 L per second, which supplied the requisite flow to the experimental
channel. The experimental setup incorporated specific components to ensure optimal flow
characteristics and precise data collection. Upstream of the channel, a sluice gate provided
flow straighteners featuring a mesh size of 0.2 cm. Downstream, a screen regulated and
stabilized the flow conditions. Including a flow straightener at the flume’s intake helped
provide a consistent flow regime while mitigating surface wave disturbances, vortices, and
turbulence that could arise from fluctuations in the pump operation. This system allowed
for the recirculation of discharged water from the flume back to a sump and contributed to
the overall efficiency of the experimental setup.

point gauge
sﬁeen :
B sluice gate

6 »] m
sediment recess

| AL S I TN '§i

pipe — tanks

pier
i flow straighteners X P

Figure 1. A schematic of the experimental flume setup illustrates the essential components used in
the study.

The area devoted to scouring processes spanned a length of 6 m, a depth of 0.15 m,
and a width of 0.3 m. An upstream wooden box measuring 3.5 m in length seamlessly
transitioned from the inflow sluice to the scour zone. The depth was reduced from 0.55 m
to 0.15 m using the 1.5 m-long inclined surface of the box. A thin layer of sediment
was uniformly distributed over this box to maintain the continuity of bed roughness. A
volumetric flow meter determined flow in the channel with a specified accuracy of £1%.
Furthermore, an electronic flow rate gauge installed in the flume discharge system offered
precise measurements with an accuracy of £0.05%. Within the sediment recess, where
the principal investigations took place, the presence of the bridge pier and the underlying
base material was a defining characteristic of the experimental scenario. The dimensional
assessment and resemblance theory concepts served as a systematic framework for choosing
the parameters of the experimental model.

A variety of dimensionless characteristics were carefully taken into account, such
as those related to flow, flume, and sediment conditions. These characteristics describe
the system’s behavior independent of units, allowing the model to be seamlessly scaled
to various scenarios, from small lab flumes to vast rivers. Based on studies by Oliveto
and Hager [24] and Raudkivi and Ettema [25], testing should be accomplished using
sediment with a median particle size D5y > 0.7-0.8 mm to avoid creating ripples. Thus,
these experiments used a uniform, medium river sand with a D5y = 0.93 mm. The angle of
repose was 32 degrees. Sediment density (ps) was 2650 kg/m?, while the water density (o)

measured 1000 kg/m3. The sand possessed a geometric standard deviation (¢ = B—fé) of

1.28, where Dj4 and Dgy were diameters, which were 16%, and 84% of the sample was finer.
This specific sediment choice was deliberate, yielding a particle size standard deviation
of less than 1.3, ensuring minimal armoring effects [26,27]. The condition of uniform bed
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material may not accurately predict scour depths in nature, as sediment gradation is typical,
leading to differences in bed material composition. Field predictions often underestimate
scour depths compared to assumptions of homogeneous bed material [27].

The authors of [28,29] suggested that the ratio of pier width (D) to channel width
(B) should ideally be less than 10% to minimize the impact of flume walls on the scour
depth. In this study’s experiments, a cylindrical PVC pier was employed with a constant
diameter (D) of 2 cm, representing less than one-sixth of the flume width (B = 30 cm).
Furthermore, Yang and Lim [30] contributed valuable insights by determining that the
essential aspect ratio that is equal to the flume width (B) to the flow normal depth (Y),
(B/Y), a key parameter for analytical solutions governing shear distribution in smooth
rectangular channels, assumes a value of 2. This study fulfills this assumption with an
aspect ratio equal to 2.5. Finally, Raikar and Dey [31] explored the connection between
water depth and the development of armor in riverbeds. They found that when the Y /D
ratio exceeded 3 for nearly uniform bed material, the effect was negligible. These previous
findings were taken into account during the selection of experimental parameters for the
current study.

All experiments within this investigation adhered to a clear water sediment trans-
port condition, where the ratio of mean/critical flow velocity (V/Vc) remained below
1.0. The entrainment velocity during tests conducted without piers closely aligned with
Shields’ diagram [32], the equations proposed in [33,34] yielded around V¢ =0.32 m/s and
V =0.22m/s, considering a flow depth (Y) of 0.12 m, and the Froud number was equal
to 0.203, which confirmed the subcritical flow. The Reynolds number, Rep, characterizes
the turbulence generated by the pier rather than the waterway itself, which was equal to
5.8 x 10*. The authors of [35] emphasized its significant influence on the power of the
horseshoe vortex, a key factor contributing to scour formation. However, according to [6],
Rep has a small impact on the relative vortex dimensions. Therefore, the pier scour is more
affected by the high Rep > 10%.

3. Large Wood Floating Debris

The initial phase of experimental design required understanding the behavior of
debris lodged against bridge piers and its contribution to local scour [36]. All experimental
scenarios shared some common properties:

e All debris clumps were impervious. Previous research [19,37] indicated that the
porosity of debris accumulation has a negligible influence on scour hole depth and
shape. However, it does influence the dynamic pressure on bridge piers.

e  The debris clumps were fixed in position. Stationary debris allowed for a consistent
geometry when comparing scour holes caused by varying other parameters.

e  The flow direction angle remained at 0° concerning the debris” upstream face. Main-
taining a normal direction eliminated the effects of the attack angle.

The debris shapes could be submerged to different depths.
The debris shapes could be positioned so that they extended upstream and down-
stream of the pier.

Importantly, this approach maintained consistency and reproducibility in experimental
setups, aligning with similar methodologies documented in [17,19,23]. By adopting such
a systematic and controlled approach, this study contributes valuable insights to the
engineering community, offering a reliable foundation for further research and practical
applications.

Figure 2 shows the various debris shapes used in the experimental program perpen-
dicular to the flow direction. The debris” width and length (downstream) measured 0.12 m
and 0.06 m. Notably, the height of the debris varied across three distinct settings: 0.03 m,
0.06 m, and 0.12 m, facilitating a detailed investigation into their individual effects. The
depicted debris forms include:

e  Rectangular block (RB): A block-shaped configuration.
e Triangle bow (TB): Resembling the bow of a ship, oriented to face upstream.
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e High wedge (HW): Featuring a large mass at the high end, with the upstream face
directing the flow downward.

e Low wedge (LW): Characterized by a large mass at the low end, with the upstream
face directing the flow upward.

e Triangle yield sign (TY): Wide at the top with an apex at the bottom, featuring a flat
upstream face.

e Half-cylinder (HC): Presenting a rounded side facing upstream.

RB

B

Lw

TY HC

Figure 2. Varieties of debris shapes and dimensions, including rectangle block (RB), triangle bow
(TB), high wedge (HW), low wedge (LW), triangle yield sign (TY), and half-cylinder (HC).

In this experiment, the selected forms closely mimic real-world debris accumulations
around piers, considering both natural formations and experimental constraints. Notably,
configurations such as rectangular blocks and low wedges resemble consolidated masses
of debris with thin branch layers, reflecting observed patterns around piers. The shapes
align with the findings of [19], highlighting the prominence of triangular-in-depth configu-
rations in debris accumulation. The study focused on representative geometries, such as
ideal inverted half cones, triangle bows, triangle yield signs, and high and low wedges.
Additionally, the half-cylinder shape is relevant to prior works [23,38]. To evaluate debris
accumulation dimensions, assessment values were derived from mean ranges in existing
literature, primarily drawn from field surveys, i.e., [19], localized analyses, and established
laboratory guidelines documented in [22,38,39], along with the test range developed in [23].

Key parameters under consideration included the width of the debris (denoted as W),
its submerged depth (referred to as T), the upstream length of debris (designated as L),
and the downstream extension of debris (represented as L;), as illustrated in Figure 3. The
width of debris (W) was anticipated to predominantly impact the lateral (transverse) extent
of scour, with minimal influence on the maximum scour depth, as observed in previous
studies [19]. To account for the lateral extent of scour while mitigating potential effects
from flume sidewalls, a uniform value of 12 cm was assigned to the W for all debris shapes.
Table 1 lists various parameters from laboratory studies. Some studies did not include
debris, so some columns are left blank. This experimental study fits within the ranges
of parameters chosen by other researchers. The proportional size of the flume vs. pier
(B/D), width of flume vs. debris (B/W), duration of testing (t¢), and debris dimensions
and location with respect to the pier, are within the ranges of other studies.
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Figure 3. Key parameters (W, T, L,, L;) of floating debris illustrated in (A) top view and (B) side view.
Table 1. Hydraulic conditions and debris characteristics of the current and previous studies.
Cases B/D B/W te (min) WID L,/D L,/ W T/Y L4/L,
[2] 9.0 - 220 - - - - -
[5] 9.8-14 - 100 - - - - -
[13] 6.7 - 2460-34,800 - - - - -
[19,40] 24 1.96 480-4320 6-24 3-24 0.5-1.5 0.3-1 -
[21,22] 8.3-20 1-7.7 360-5760 1.6-10 3 0.18-1.9 0.07-0.53 0-0.5
[23] 26 3.8-8.4 9000 3-7 3-7 1 0.09-1.95 1
[35] 6-7.5 - 120-180 - - - - -
[36] 12 2 300 0.015 0.32-3 0.05-0.5 0.2-0.4 -
[41] 10 2 360 5 0.3-2.5 0.06-0.50 0.07-0.18 0
Current study 15 2.5 360-1440 6 3-6 0.5-1 0.25-1 0-0.66

4. Testing Procedures
4.1. Preparations, Measurements, and Timing

Pre-test preparations required care to consistently build identical bed conditions
and properly arrange the model pier and the LWFD. The sediment bed required precise
smoothing around the pier and careful placement and compaction before each test. The
channel-filling process continued slowly without creating disturbances until it reached
the prescribed depth of 0.12 m. Adjusting the test discharge (Q) required a gradually
increasing rate while observing and correcting any water level changes to maintain a
constant level. The final step in establishing conditions included carefully establishing
flow depth (Y) at steady-state conditions. Time began when the level of water matched
the predetermined level (Y). Physical measurements for scour depth and extent used a
point gauge, transparent scale, and non-contact laser scanning. The point gauge could
be repositioned to measure several locations during the experiment with a precision of
0.01 mm. A transparent scale was also attached to the pier’s side as a visual reference for
pier scour depth. This method enabled continuous monitoring, which is especially useful
in laboratory studies with clear water conditions. A non-contact laser scanning device
was employed for continuous area measurements. It emitted a beam that reflected off
the bottom of the scour hole and returned to the detector. This laser scanning approach
produced a precise 3D contour of the scour hole, which later helped determine the scour
hole area and volume (Figure 4). The scour depths on both sides of the pier were nearly
equal due to symmetry. Therefore, one-sided measurements were taken.
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Figure 4. Point gauge and laser meter were positioned on the flume side walls during the measurements.

Scale measurements occurred at time = 1, 10, 20, 40, 80, 160, 240, and 360 min. After
6 h, analysis of the measurements showed that the changes in scour depth were less than
1 mm over the last 2 h. Because the growth rate was less than 3% of the pier width (0.03D)
per hour [42], the 6 h duration test provided a reasonable standard comparison duration.
In general, 50% to 80% of maximum scour may occur within 10% of the event duration [43].
As a check, some experiments extended 72 h to establish a baseline. As a result, the
quasi-equilibrium conditions at 6 h proved adequate for the 110 experimental runs. The
timeframe was long enough to complete at least 80-90% of the equilibrium scour. This
approach significantly increased the quantity and variety of debris configurations while
staying within the laboratory budget. Precise temporal effects may be overlooked in the
current investigation since the goal was to examine the scour hole with and without debris
collection after the same testing time. Following test completion, the water in the flume
was drained entirely after the pump shut off. The point gauge and laser scanning devices
performed measurements of the scour hole.

4.2. Testing Parameters Examined

The flume/pier/debris configurations totaled around 110 testing runs. A summary
of debris combinations appears in Table 2. The top row lists the shapes, symbols, and
debris positions shown in Figure 2. The percentage of obstruction (A%) caused by the
debris submerged frontal area (A;) (normal to flow) was divided by the free channel
cross-section: A% = (W — D) T/BY, for a rectangular profile in the flow direction [37],
and A% = (W — D) 0.5T/BY for the triangle yield sign (TY). The total fontal area (A,)
is the entire area obstructed by debris buildup, as well as the pier. For rectangular de-
bris, the profile is: (A,) = WT 4+ D(Y —T), and for the triangle yield sign (TY), it is:
(Ay) = 05WT + D(Y —T). Conditions that remained consistent for every test were
W/B=04,Y/D=6,and V/Vc = 0.69. Additional tests without debris supplemented the
testing and provided baseline data.
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Table 2. Testing matrix showing combinations of debris shapes, upstream and downstream positions,
depth, and cross-section area.

L,/DL, LgL,L; TIY Ay

o, 2
Symbol (cm) (cm) T (cm) A% (cm?) A, (cm?)
RB1TB1HW1 3 0 0.25 8.3 30 54
LW1TY1HC1 6.0 3.0 (3.47) * (15) (36.5)
RB2 TB2 HW2 3 0 0.5 16.7 60 84
LW2TY2 HC2 6.0 6.0 (6.94) (30) (49)
RB3 TB3 HW3 3 0 1.0 33.3 120 144
LW3 TY3 HC3 6.0 12.0 (13.88) 60) (74)
RB4 TB4 HW4 6 0 0.25 8.3 30 54
LW4 TY4 HC4 12.0 3.0 (3.47) * (15) (36.5)
RB5 TB5 HW5 6 0 0.5 16.7 60 84
LW5 TY5 HC5 12.0 6.0 (6.94) (30) (49)
RB6 TB6 HW6 6 0 1.0 33.3 120 144
LW6 TY6 HCé6 12.0 12.0 (13.88) 60) (74)
RB7 TB7 HW7?7 3 0.33 0.25 8.3 30 54
LW7 TY7 HC7 6.0 2.0 3.0 (3.47) * (15) (36.5)
RB8 TB8 HW8 3 0.33 0.5 16.7 60 84
LW8 TY8 HC8 6.0 2.0 6.0 (6.94) (30) (49)
RB9 TB9 HW9 3 0.33 1.0 33.3 120 144
LW9 TY9 HC9 6.0 2.0 12.0 (13.88) 60) (74)
RB10 TB10 HW10 6 0.33 0.25 8.3 30 54
LW10 TY10 HC10 12.0 4.0 3.0 (3.47) * (15) (36.5)
RB11 TB11 HW11 6 0.33 0.5 16.7 60 84
LW11 TY11 HC11 12.0 4.0 6.0 (6.94) (30) (49)
RB12 TB12 HW12 6 0.33 1.0 33.3 120 144
LW12 TY12 HC12 12.0 4.0 12.0 (13.88) 60) (74)
RB13 TB13 HW13 3 0.66 0.25 8.3 30 54
LW13 TY13 HC13 6.0 4 3.0 (3.47) * (15) (36.5)
RB14 TB14 HW14 3 0.66 0.5 16.7 60 84
LW14 TY14 HC14 6.0 4 6.0 (6.94) (30) (49)
RB15 TB15 HW15 3 0.66 1.0 33.3 120 144
LW15 TY15 HC15 6.0 4 12.0 (13.88) 60) (74)
RB16 TB16 HW16 6 0.66 0.25 8.3 30 54
LW16 TY16 HC16 12.0 8.0 3.0 (3.47) * (15) (36.5)
RB17 TB17 HW17 6 0.66 0.5 16.7 60 84
LW17 TY17 HC17 12.0 8.0 6.0 (6.94) (30) (49)
RB18 TB18 HW18 6 0.66 1.0 33.3 120 144
LW18 TY18 HC18 12.0 8.0 12.0 (13.88) 60) (74)

* The areas for TY tests were smaller due to their immersed shape.

4.3. Scour Evolution during the Tests

It is crucial to note that the occurrence of the maximum scour surface and volume
did not always coincide with the time of maximum scour depth because local sediment
would fill the scour hole due to collapse or upstream sources. Observations revealed that
downflow directly in front of the pier caused the scour depth to rapidly reach its maximum.
The scour zone then continually evolved, briefly, with neighboring sand slipping into the
scour hole and moving downstream [35]. As a result, the maximum scouring area/volume
often occurred later than the maximum scouring depth. For simplicity reasons, we assumed
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that once the maximum scour depth occurred, the maximum scouring area or volume
also occurred.

In single-pier experiments without debris, a vertical pressure gradient developed
along the face of the pier as flow impacted it. The gradient produced a downflow jet that
agitated the sediment bed and removed the sand. The main vortex that developed around
the pier removed a significant portion of the bed materials and created the scour hole. Wake
vortices formed by the flow splitting at the pier corners swept the materials from the scour
hole and transported them downstream. The presence of the LWFD at the bridge pier
greatly influenced the area’s scouring characteristics and flow pattern. For experiments
with the LWFD accumulation, Figure 5 illustrates the scour hole shape for a baseline test
after the water was drained from the flume. Measurements of debris collection revealed
varying scour levels and sand deposit geometries depending on the hydraulic conditions
and morphological debris parameters.

(A) (B)

Figure 5. Scour hole characteristics around a pier in no—debris conditions: (A) scour hole configura-
tion after water was drained out, and (B) contour map highlighting maximum scour and deposition
depth. All numbers are in centimeters.

5. Test Results and Discussion
5.1. Maximum Scour Depth and Deposition Height for Different Debris Shapes

This research investigated six debris shapes. The conditions listed in Table 2 summa-
rize the various parameters studied in this investigation. The parameters included debris
shape, debris position concerning the pier (L;/L;), submerged depth (T), and the resultant
degree of channel obstruction due to its immersed cross-section (A%). Debris accumulation
obstruction percentages (A%) were varied due to changes in the debris’ submerged depth
(T), ranging from low to high, 8.3% to 33.3%, and additionally from 3.47% to 13.9% for the
triangle yield (TY) case only.

Figure 6 summarizes the relative impact of the debris configurations. The vertical
axis represents the ratio of maximum scour depth to the pier width (Zs/D). Each group
of vertical bars comes from a different debris shape. Each color corresponds to a specific
immersion depth (T = 3, 6, and 12 cm) and distance upstream from the pier (L, = 6 and
12 cm). The high wedge shapes HW3 and HW6 produced the deepest scour ((Zs/D) = 3.8
and 4.1, respectively). The high wedge shape also produced significant scour for all
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conditions (HW1 — HW6). The triangle yield (TY1 and TY6) was the least impactful shape,
which produced less scour.

Zsd/D

6.00

5.00

4.00

2.00

1.00

0.00

No Debris RB1-RB6 HW1-HW6 TB1-TB6 LWI1-LW6 HCI1-HC6 TY1-TY6 |®T=12_W=12_Lu=12, High A%

u T=3_W=12_Lu=6, Low A%

B T=6_W=12_Lu=6, Medium A%

T=12_W=12_Lu=6, High A%

T=3_W=12_Lu=12, Low A%

B T=6_W=12_Lu=12, Medium A%

Debris Geometry

Figure 6. Variation of relative scour depth (Zs/D) with different debris shapes, sizes, and depths
when L;/L, =0.

Figures 7 and 8 illustrate the profiles of scour holes and the sand deposition height
near the pier location, showing the longitudinal (X-axis), transverse (Y-axis), and vertical
(Z-axis) dimensions. Various factors, including the upstream debris length (L,;), obstruction
percentage (A%), and debris shape, significantly influenced the morphology of scour holes.
When the A% was high and (L,) was 6 cm, the scour holes tended to be deeper and steeper,
and the sand was deposited near the pier location. This effect intensified with increasing
A%, leading to enhanced flow redirection and steeper upstream slopes. However, when
(Ly) was 12 cm, irrespective of the A% value, the scour hole tended to exhibit milder and
shallower characteristics, except for the high wedge configuration.

Notably, the high wedge configuration (HW6) consistently yielded larger scour hole
volumes, areas, and higher deposition heights (Z /D) than other debris shapes, underscor-
ing its notable impact on scour hole morphology.

Figures 6-8 illustrate several general trends regarding the impact of different debris
shapes on pier scour:

1. All debris with shallow immersion depths (T = 3 cm, blue and yellow lines) produced
less scour than with deeper immersion: T = 6 and 12 cm.

2. Pier scouring increased significantly when the obstruction percentage (A%) was high.

3. Debris shapes positioned further upstream (L, = 12 cm, second group—yellow, blue,
and green) generally caused less scour compared to those when L, = 6 cm (first group),
regardless of the increase in the (A%) value. However, the high wedge (HW) showed
an increased scour depth with a longer upstream debris length at L, = 12 cm.

4. Regardless of shape, the deepest scours occurred when the debris was at full depth
(T =12 cm higher obstruction ratio (A%)) and near the pier (L, = 6 cm), shown by
gray lines.

Based on the observations, it is evident that bridge piers configured with the high
wedge (HW) shape exhibited scour holes deeper than other shapes for all scenarios. For
HW conditions, the flow was redirected downward toward the channel bed immediately
adjacent to the pier face by the inclined debris surface. This would drive the apex of the
horseshoe vortex even harder. The HW configuration led to the worst-case scour condition,
with a maximum scour depth of around 70% more than the no—debris case. This finding
is consistent with findings in existing literature [19,41,44]. Contrarily, this trend was not
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evident for scenarios with L, = 12 cm in other debris shapes. In these instances, the
elongation of debris upstream led to diminished flow velocities surrounding the piers (HW
at its base is in the same place with L, = 6 or 12 cm). This reduction contributed to the
dissipation of vortex power and decreased bed shear, reducing the scouring effect on the
pier. Therefore, despite the rise in the obstruction ratio (A%), the scour depth remained
relatively shallow.

The presence of rectangular (RB) debris significantly impacted pier scour dynamics.
Unlike the classic “horseshoe vortex” pattern observed at piers without debris, flow at a
pier with rectangular debris was substantially obstructed. Instead of spiraling past the
pier, the flow was forced to plunge beneath the upstream face of the debris. This plunging
flow created a consistent upstream scour trough. The blocky masses characteristic of the
rectangular (RB) debris shape induced scour hole development by causing a pronounced
deviation of current lines when encountering the pier. This deviation led to augmented flow
separation and the formation of larger wake vortexes. Figure 9 offers a three-dimensional
representation of how rectangular debris influenced scour behavior.
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Figure 7. The scour longitudinal and transverse profiles when L; /L, = 0, with different thicknesses
(T), widths (W), and upstream lengths (L,;) configurations: (a) 3—12—6, (b) 6—12—6, and (c) 12—12—6.
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Figure 8. The scour longitudinal and transverse profiles when L; /L, = 0, with different submergence
depth (T), width (W), and upstream length (L) configurations: (a) 3—12—12, (b) 6—12—12, and
(c) 12—12—12.

Cases involving the triangle bow (T B) and half-cylinder (HC) shapes displayed flow
separation tendencies, likely due to their streamlined configurations. This streamlined
shape reduces the disruption of flow patterns, resulting in less pronounced scour at the
pier face compared to other debris shapes (similar to the delta vane that is attached to
the cylindrical pier and can minimize shear stress on the bed, which is approximately
30% less than the cylindrical pier alone [45]). Furthermore, the extent of scour at the pier
face is closely linked to the thickness of the debris blockage. A greater thickness of debris
directly lodged against the pier tends to create a more significant scour at the pier face. This
phenomenon is particularly evident in triangle debris shapes, where the geometry of the
debris exacerbates the scouring effects at the pier face.
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Figure 9. Contour map and 3D surface layer of scour profiles for rectangular debris (RB1 — RB3) with
different submergence depth (T), width (W), and upstream length (L) configurations: (a) 3—12—6,
(b) 6—12—6, and (c) 12—12—6.

The scour depth associated with the low wedge (LW) shape exhibited similar behavior
to the rectangle block (RB) debris, albeit with lower scour depth values. This can be
attributed to the upward inclination shape of the low wedge configuration, which redirects
the flow in an upward direction. As a result, the scour depth tended to be reduced,
particularly for debris with lower thickness (low A%). Interestingly, when the thickness (T)
of the debris reached 12 cm, high A%, the scour depth associated with the low wedge shape
approached that of the rectangle debris. The interaction between the unique geometric
characteristics of the low wedge shape and the flow dynamics can explain this phenomenon.
Despite the upward redirection of flow, the increased debris thickness contributes to more
significant obstruction, thereby intensifying the scouring effects at the pier face.

The triangle yield (TY) debris shape exhibited distinct characteristics that contribute
to shallower scour depths compared to other shapes. Firstly, its cone profile produced a
lower obstruction ratio (A%) even with a high debris thickness, allowing more flow to pass
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beneath and around it. Secondly, the TY shape increased local flow velocity beneath it
while confining it to a smaller region, minimizing disruption to nearby flow patterns and
reducing scour potential. Additionally, the angled design of the TY shape directed flow
along its surface toward the streambed in a streamlined manner, mitigating flow separation
and the formation of large horseshoe vortices, which are known contributors to scouring.

Overall, the total scour at the pier experienced a notable increase when the A% was
substantial. Under these conditions, pressure flow and contraction effects resembled those
induced by debris, such as the pressure flow observed beneath bridge decks submerged
during floods [19].

5.2. Debris Downstream Extension (Ly/L,,)

Figure 10 illustrates the relative scour depth results (Zs/D) for debris cases where
L;/Ly = 0.33, including variations in the downstream debris length and distance upstream
from the pier (L, = 6 and 12 cm). Debris accumulation obstruction percentages (A%) ranged
from 8.3% to 33.3%, and from 3.47% to 13.9% for the triangle yield (TY) case only.
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Figure 10. Variation of relative scour depth (Zsd /D) with different debris shapes, sizes, and positions
for (A) L;/L, =0.33 and (B) L;/L, = 0.66.

In general, the results showed that all parameter ranges exhibited consistent behavior,
similar to scenarios where debris accumulates solely on the upstream side of the pier
(Lg/Ly = 0). However, under identical hydraulic conditions and specific LWFD geometries,
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an increase in the L;/L,, ratio to 0.33, particularly at maximum A% (the debris at full depth),
signified the downstream movement of the debris, resulting in a scour depth reduction but
an increase in scour hole dimensions, as indicated in Figure 11.
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Figure 11. The scour longitudinal and transverse profiles when L; /L, = 0.33, with different thick-
nesses (T), widths (W), and upstream lengths (L,) configurations: (a) 3—12—6, (b) 6—12—6, and
(c) 12—12—6.

During the tests of downstream debris extension scenarios, the movement of bed
material downstream of the pier was first seen because of wake vortices that formed behind
the debris expansion block. These vortices carried bed particles into the main flow and
downstream, where they eventually deposited near the pier downstream as a dune. The
formation of the horseshoe vortex, in addition to the existence of the wake vortex, marked
the onset of scour hole development. The horseshoe vortex developed upstream of the pier
and then on both sides equally, leading to a rapid increase in scour depth. As the scour
depth increased, the power of the horseshoe vortex decreased, resulting in a reduction
in the rate of scour hole expansion over time until quasi-equilibrium was achieved after
around 5 h. The alteration of vortex power in the pier scour hole involves increasing and
decreasing tendencies with the growth of the scour hole [6].



Hydrology 2024, 11, 52

16 of 27

Downstream debris extension can weaken the vortex group. This weakening, cor-
roborated by the rapidly diminished horseshoe vortices in this study, potentially deflects
the upstream flow over a large area around the pier due to downstream movement of the
debris and, consequently, a reduced scour depth directly below the pier. This observation
aligns with previous research [22]. However, a seemingly contradictory aspect lies in the
increased scour hole area with the extension of downstream debris. The increased hole
area suggests a spreading effect on the scour pattern despite the overall reduction in scour
depth. The debris’ role in the flow redirection can explain this phenomenon. As the flow
deflected downstream, it interacted with a larger streambed area, which eroded laterally to
accommodate the displaced flow.

Figure 12 shows the relative scour depth and maximum deposition height in both
longitudinal and transverse slices while setting (L;/L,) to 0.66. Compared to the previous
measurements (L;/ Ly = 0.33), the scour depth consistently decreased across all parameter
ranges that were studied. This decrease became more noticeable as the blockage percentage
(A%) rose. Notably, the longitudinal profiles revealed a downstream shift in the location of
maximum deposition for most cases, expanding the scour hole area and slightly increasing
the transverse length versus the longitudinal direction. These observations suggest that
as the debris extended further downstream, a notable reduction in scour depth occurred,
possibly due to increased flow redirection and a wider area of scour hole development.
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Figure 12. The scour longitudinal and transverse profiles when L; /L, = 0.66, with different thick-
nesses (T), widths (W), and upstream lengths (L,) configurations: (a) 3—12—6, (b) 6—12—6, and
(c) 12—12—6.
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Figure 13A,B describe the influence of increasing the debris extension ratio (L;/Ly)
from 0 to 0.66 on scour depth (Zs/ D) for various debris shapes and A% values when the
debris upstream length was L, = 6 cm and 12 cm, respectively. Two figures were examined,
both depicting Zs/D on the Y-axis and L;/L, on the x-axis. both figures demonstrate a
general decrease in Zs/D with increasing L; /L, for all scenarios. The analysis suggested
that a larger upstream debris length (L, = 12 cm) might lead to a more significant reduction
in scour depth for a given increase in L;/L,. The altered flow patterns brought about by
the presence of debris can be responsible for the observed decrease in scour depth with
increasing L;/L,. As L;/L, increased, there was a notable trend across all debris shapes:
the scour depth decreased. This was particularly evident with shapes such as rectangular
blocks (RB) and LW, which created substantial obstruction to flow due to their solid and
large surface areas, resulting in pronounced reductions in scour depth. Conversely, shapes
resembling HW may allow water to bypass more easily due to their streamlined profiles,
leading to comparatively less severe reductions in scour depth. Shapes such as HC or TB
exhibited intermediate characteristics, with moderate reductions in scour depth due to their
rounded or tapered shapes. Debris shapes resembling TY offered complex flow patterns,
and the degree of obstruction and subsequent scour depth reduction could vary based on
factors such as branch arrangement and angle.
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Figure 13. The relative scour depth (Zs/D) vs. the (L;/L,) range 0 to 0.66 for all tested data when
(A)L,=6cmand (B) L, =12 cm.

This hypothesis suggests that if the debris scenarios depicted in both figures are similar,
it implies that debris with a greater extent upstream can offer increased protection against
scouring around piers. However, this heightened protective effect may coincide with a
concomitant increase in the positional force exerted on the pier.
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6. The Volume and Area of the Scouring Hole

The dimensions of the pier scour hole directly correlate with the amount of eroded soil
surrounding the pier structure. Figure 14 presents various scour map scenarios, including
no—debris-induced and rectangular (RB) debris-induced, with different scenarios and
downstream debris extension ratios (L;/L;) of 0, 0.33, and 0.66 (RB1 — 3, RB7 — 9, and
RB13 — 15). For these tests, the scouring area and volume development typically lagged in
attaining the final scour depth. However, for simplification purposes, this study assumed
both conditions occur simultaneously. Therefore, a one-sided scour hole area and volume
were calculated. The expressions for a differential area or volume were integrated to
determine the total area and total volume, as shown in the equations below:
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Figure 14. Schematic distribution of the scour hole and dimensions along the (X — Y) axis for various
scenarios: (a) no debris, (b) RB1, (c) RB2, (d) RB3, (e) RB7, (f) RBS, (g) RB9, (h) RB13, (i) RB14, and
(j) RB15.
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In the context of debris presence, particularly rectangular (RB) debris, significant
alterations in the scour hole dimensions were observed, as illustrated in Figure 15A. With
no debris, the scour hole area (A), using Equation (1), measured around 50 cm?. However,
when rectangular debris was introduced with no downstream extension (L;/L, = 0),
the scour hole area expanded considerably to 128 cm?, 300 cm?, and 351 cm? for debris
thicknesses (T) of 3 cm, 6 cm, and 12 cm, respectively. The debris substantially increased
the scour area due to the obstruction it caused.
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Figure 15. (A) Calculation of the scour hole area across various scenarios employing Equation (1).
(B) Determination of the scour hole volume across different scenarios utilizing Equation (2).

Interestingly, when a downstream extension of the debris occurred (L;/L, = 0.33 and
Ly/ Ly, = 0.66), the area still increased compared to the no downstream debris condition
(Lg/Ly = 0), albeit at a lower rate. For instance, at L;/ L, = 0.33, the area increased by 4.7%,
9.3%, and 14% for debris thicknesses (T) of 3 cm, 6 cm, and 12 cm, respectively, compared
to L;/L, =0. Similarly, at L; /L, = 0.66, the area increased by 12.5%, 15.3%, and 18% for
the corresponding debris thicknesses.

However, the scour hole volume (V, Equation (2)) exhibited a different trend. Despite
the increase in area, the scour hole volume experienced a reduction when downstream
debris was present (L;/L, # 0). At L;/L, =0.33 and 0.66, the scour volume decreased
compared to the no—debris scenario, indicating that although the area increased, the overall
excavation of the scour hole was shallower, as illustrated in Figure 15B. Additionally, the
volume (V) of the scour hole was correlated with the scour depth (Zs) through this equation
V = 4.5Zs>8L. This relationship highlights the direct proportionality between scour depth
and scour hole volume, suggesting that as the scour depth increased, the volume of material
excavated also increased consistently.

7. Predicting Debris Scour Depth with Empirical Equations

Several scour depth prediction equations were chosen to compare with the experimen-
tal results of this investigation. The proposed approaches commonly applied are:

1.  Melville and Sutherland (1988) [27]

2. Richardson and Davies (CSU) (2001) [46]
3. May, Ackers, and Kirby [47]

4. Sheppard et al. (2014) [33]

The original equations were initially devised to calculate scour depth in scenarios
featuring isolated piers without considering debris. To address this limitation, researchers
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integrated the concept of comparable pier width, as introduced in [23] (Equation (3))
and [19] (Equation (4)), to analyze the impact of debris—induced scour.

Following Melville and Dongol [23], the accumulation of debris enlarges the effective
width of a pier, thereby constraining flow and amplifying the streamwise and downward
kinetic energy close to the pier. In scenarios involving debris accumulation, designers
frequently utilize an effective width derived from the dimensions of both the pier and
the debris [23]. Melville’s equation, outlined below, serves as a fundamental method for
calculating this effective width, denoted as De, at bridge piers with debris accumulations:

_ T*W+ (Y - T*)D
N Y

where, T* = 0.52%, T and W are the debris submerged thickness and width, Y is the flow
depth, and D is the pier width.

Building upon the foundation laid in [23], Lagasse et al. [19] proposed an innovative
equation to address the effects of rectangular and triangular debris accumulating against
square piers for calculating the equivalent pier width (a). This equation, presented below,
takes into account the significant influence of debris thickness, T, on the downflow intensity
experienced at the pier:

De 3)

Kd2
Kdl x TW x (%) +(Y - Kdl x T)D

a= - @

where Kd1 =0.39 and 0.14 are the rectangular and triangular debris shape factors. Kd2 = —0.79
and —0.17 are the plunging flow intensity factors for the rectangular and triangular debris.

When comparing the calculated effective pier width (De) to the equivalent width (),
the effective pier width (De) tended to be an overestimate of the pier width, especially
when the debris was shaped as triangles. The overestimation was a result of the shape of
the debris and its upstream extension length (L,;), not accounting for the De in Equation (3).
The effective and equivalent width equations were proposed and rigorously validated
using data from this study (Tables 3 and 4). The evaluation primarily centered on situations
where debris was minimally submerged beneath the free surface, specifically encompassing
both rectangular (RB) and triangle yield (TY’) debris configurations.

Table 3. The effective pier width using Equation (3) and the calculated scour depth (Z — CAL).

Cases 7_EXP De (cm), Z—CAL Z—CAL Z—CAL Z—CAL Z—CAL

(WxL,xT) cm (cm) Equation (1) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm)
[27] [43] [46] [471 [33]

RB—-12%x6%3 5.1 3.30 7.92 5.2 5.22 3.96 6.36
RB—-12x6%6 7.8 4.60 11 7.1 6.5 54 8.58
RB—12%12%3 4.1 3.30 7.92 5.2 522 3.96 6.36
RB—12%12x6 6.52 4.60 11 7.1 6.5 54 8.58
TB—12%6x*3 3.8 3.30 7.92 5.2 5.22 3.96 6.36
TB—12x6%6 5.5 4.60 11 71 6.5 54 8.58
TB—12x12%3 3.3 3.30 7.92 5.2 5.22 3.96 6.36
TB—12%12%6 4.34 4.60 11 7.1 6.5 54 8.58
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Table 4. The effective pier width using Equation (4) and the calculated scour depth (Z — CAL).

Cases
(WxLu*T) cm

Z—EXP a (cm),

Z—CAL Z—CAL Z—CAL Z—CAL Z—CAL
(cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm)

(cm) Equation (2) [27] [43] [46] [47] [33]

RB—-12%x6%3

51 2.98 7.14 4.68 4.88 3.57 5.76

RB—12x6%6

7.8 3.95 9.48 6.16 5.87 474 7.52

RB—12%12%3

41 2.98 7.14 4.68 4.88 3.57 5.76

RB—-12%12x6

6.52 3.95 9.48 6.16 5.87 4.74 7.52

TB—12%6%3

3.8 2.53 5.64 3.72 4.19 2.82 4.50

TB—-12%x6%x6

55 3.05 6.48 426 4.58 324 522

TB—-12%x12%3

3.3 2.53 5.64 3.72 4.19 2.82 4.50

TB—12%12%x6

4.34 3.05 6.48 426 4.58 3.24 522

The comparative assessment involved contrasting the maximum experimental scour
depth results (Z — EXP) against the calculated scour depths derived from various meth-
ods [27,33,43,46,47] (Z — CAL), as depicted in two scenarios illustrated in Figure 16A-D.
Additionally, each equation’s results and root mean square error (RMSE) relative to the
observed value were computed and summarized in Table 5.

Figure 16A-D and Table 5 delineate that the scour equations in [43], particularly
with pier equivalent width (a) calculated by Equation (4), stand out as the most reliable
approaches for measuring scour depth near piers. When compared to equations from other
sources, these equations performed better for both RB and TB debris shapes. The estimates
were substantially closer to experimental scour depth values, showing improved precision
in estimating, as indicated by a reduction in the RMSE values of 0.7 for the RB debris
and 0.65 for the TB debris. These equations are more dependable in general and routinely
produce superior estimates of scour depth near piers. The rest of the equations consistently
generated good estimates closest to the observed values, specifically when applying the
equivalent pier width (a) (Equation (4)).

Table 5. Comparative performance of empirical equations estimating scour depth near piers with
different debris types.

The Empirical
Equations

De and a
Equations

Performance

Overestimate scour depth for both RB and TB debris, with varying degrees of accuracy

Ref 7] Equation (3) (RMSE = 3.6 and 5.3, respectively)
eference
Equation (4) The trend of overestimation for RB debris
! (RMSE= 2.4), slightly improves TB debris (RMSE =1.9).
Equation (3) Alignment with actual values is evident for RB debris (RMSE = 0.85), while there is a notable
Ref [43] q overestimation for TB debris (RMSE = 1.9).
eference [4°
Equation (4) RB debris shows close alignment with actual values (RMSE = 0.7), while TB debris displays
! better estimation precision (RMSE = 0.65).
Equation (3) RB debris tends to slightly overestimate (RMSE = 0.87), while TB debris shows more significant
Ref [16] quation overestimation (RMSE = 1.6).
eference [
Equation (4) RB debris mildly underestimates (RMSE = 1), whereas TB debris demonstrates improved
quation precision (RMSE = 0.67).
Equation (3) There is a tendency toward underestimation for RB debris (RMSE = 1.4). Conversely, TB debris
Reference [47] quatio shows a more accurate estimation (RMSE = 0.63)
Equation (4) Tends to underestimate: RMSE = 1.9 for RB debris and RMSE = 1.37 for TB debris.
Equation (3) Tends to overestimate: RMSE = 1.7 for RB debris and RMSE = 3.2 for TB debris.
Reference [33] . Tends to mildly overestimate: RMSE = 1 for RB debris, and aligns slight overestimation with
Equation (4)

actual values: RMSE = 0.83 for TB debris.
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Figure 16. Comparison of calculated scour depths (Z — CAL) by equations in (1) Melville and
Sutherland (1988) [27], (2) Melville and Chiew (1999) [43], (3) the CSU 2001 [46], (4) May, Ackers, and
Kirby [47], and (5) Sheppard et al. (2014) [33] after employing the effective pier width (Equation (3)) for
(A) rectangular debris (RB) and (B) triangle debris (TB), and the equivalent pier width (Equation (4))
for (C) rectangular debris (RB) and (D) triangle debris (T B) with measured scour depth (Z — EXP).

8. Derivation and Application of Debris Correction Factor Model

According to [22], the proposed Equation (5) introduces a novel methodology to
analyze the effects of wood debris accumulation on bridge pier scour and provides a
design framework for predicting scour depth increments. This equation considers the
factors contributing to the augmentation of scour depth due to debris accumulation. De-
bris accumulation induces flow contraction, a primary driver behind the amplified scour
depth. Moreover, the shape and dimensions of the debris, including thickness, width, and
streamwise length, significantly influence the scour depth. Furthermore, the transverse
cross—sectional geometry of the debris accumulation can impact scour around circular
bridge piers.

The equation incorporates three primary parameters: the upstream length of floating
debris relative to the pier diameter (L, / D), the downstream length of the debris relative to
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its upstream length (L;/L,), and the obstruction percentage (A%). The equation’s effec-
tiveness was systematically evaluated across various debris shapes, including rectangular,
triangular, and circular configurations:

Kd(cal) = 1+ 0.036 * ]—'(L[;l> . ]-"(ij) . A% )
Lu Ly
f<D)—1—o.o57(D—3) ©)
Ld\ B ﬁ
]:<Lu> =1 0.6(Lu> 7)
Kd(meas) = % (8)

where Zsd is the scour depth due to the debris effect, and Zsn is the scour depth where no
debris is induced.

Figure 17 illustrates the relative measured scour depth of this study across all scenarios
of the study, Kd(means), and the prediction results calculated from Equation (5), Kd(cal).
Notably, when considering a relative debris thickness (T /Y) of 0.25 with an obstruction
percentage (A%) of 8.3% (3.47% for the TY; low value), there was a notable agreement
between the experimental data and the equation’s predictions. Similarly, reasonable align-
ment occurred for scenarios with T/Y = 0.5 and A% = 16.7% (6.9% for the TY; medium
value). However, discrepancies arose, particularly in cases involving the HW configura-
tions with downstream extensions, attributed to the lack of inclusion of the high wedge
debris shape in a prior investigation [22]. This discrepancy persisted for most debris sce-
narios when analyzing the scenarios with T/Y =1 and A% = 33.3% (16.7% for the TY; high
value), where the debris rested on the bed. In these instances, applying the equation to
conditions with A% exceeding 16% led to errors exceeding 20%, highlighting its limitation
for scenarios with higher obstruction percentages.

8
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Figure 17. Comparative analysis of measured scour depths (Kd(means)) and predicted results
(Kd(cal)) using Equation (5) across various scenarios in this study.

To address limitations in the previously established equation for scenarios exceeding
a blocking ratio (A%) of 16% and to account for the impact of different debris shapes,
this research introduced a novel debris shape factor (S.F;). This factor incorporates the
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relative scouring potential of various debris shapes compared to a reference shape (typically
rectangular block—shaped debris). The S.F; is defined by Equation (9):

_ Zsds

S.F; =
d ZSdB

)

where Zsd; is the scour depth due to the specific debris shape under consideration, and
Zsdp is the scour depth due to the block—shaped debris (rectangular debris).

Equation (10) builds upon this concept by basing its formulation on the experimental
findings. This equation was applied to the entire experimental dataset, encompassing
obstruction ratios above 14%, and was supplemented with data from previous studies [23]
to validate its effectiveness. Equation (10) yielded the best predictions for all the conditions
and shapes of debris studied here, even when the effect of the debris moving downstream
from the pier was considered, as depicted in Figure 15. The equation is structured as follows:

Ld\? Lu\*
Kcal = a+ A%’ x S.F;° — — 10
cal =a—+ X d><]-"<Lu> XF(D) (10)
where g, b, c, d, and e represent coefficients determined through multiple regression analysis,
yielding values of 0.31, 0.54, 1.26, 0.33, and 0.97, respectively.
Equation (10) incorporates the debris shape factor (S.F;), obstruction ratio (A%), and
geometric parameters, such as the downstream extension of debris relative to its upstream

length (F (%)) Equation (7), and the upstream length of floating debris relative to the pier

diameter (F (%)) Equation (6). These coefficients were derived from statistical analysis
to optimize the equation’s predictive accuracy. The agreement between Figure 18 and the
experimental dataset was deemed excellent, supported by a coefficient of determination
(R?) of 0.86 and a RMSE of 0.2, indicating strong correlation and minimal prediction error.

4.5
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.-' . ‘.- :
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Figure 18. Comparative analysis of measured scour depths (Kd(means)) and predicted results
(Kd(cal)) utilizing Equation (10) across various scenarios in the present study and the study by
Melville and Dongol [23].
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9. Conclusions

This study emphasized the influence of debris shape and its downstream extension

on the maximum scour depth around a single cylindrical pier. It incorporated six distinct
types of the LWFD. The experiments were carried out in a rectangular channel with a
uniform flow of clear water and a bed composed of homogeneous sand with a particle
diameter (Dsg) of 0.93 mm. The key findings are summarized below:

1.

The shape of the debris mass influenced the scour depth more than its size. High
wedge (HW) debris near the pier produced the deepest scour, while triangle yield
(TY) debris resulted in a minimal scour depth. Understanding these dynamics is
crucial for effective mitigation strategies around bridge piers.

Deeper scour holes and higher deposition heights were observed when debris rested
entirely on the streambed (highest blockage percentage, A%).

The ratio of the LWFD length to its width (L, /W) significantly influenced the shape of
scour holes in both longitudinal and transverse profiles, especially when the L,,/W = 0.5.
Downstream extension of debris (L;/L,) can reduce the scour depth directly below
the pier, possibly due to flow deflection. However, it can also lead to a larger overall
scour hole area.

The study proposed a novel debris correction factor model (Equation (10)) that consid-
ered the debris shape (S.Fd), obstruction ratio (A%), and other geometric parameters.
This model demonstrated good agreement with experimental data and can be used to
improve scour depth predictions in scenarios with debris accumulation.

Debris presence significantly altered the dimensions of the scour hole, with rectangular
debris causing a substantial increase in area and volume. The extension of debris
downstream primarily increased the scour area rather than affecting the scour depth
across different debris shapes.

10. Limitations and Further Research

The current study acknowledges several limitations that warrant consideration when

interpreting the findings and their practical applications:

1.

The study’s reliance on a narrow flume width may limit its representation of larger
piers and debris behavior, potentially leading to inaccuracies in assessing scouring
effects during severe floods.

Although assigning a uniform debris width aimed at optimizing lateral scour, the
study acknowledges potential impacts on scour hole dimensions, particularly when
the effective width exceeds 10% of the flume (B).

When more than one—third of the flow breadth is restricted, local flow velocity effects
may differ, potentially influencing scouring trends around the pier.

Due to the formidable challenge of developing a suitable debris model with appropri-
ate density, the study did not fully explore the dynamic interaction between debris
and flow.

Maintaining a constant width (W) for the debris triangle yield (TY) shape ensures
consistency but may lead to variations in wall inclination, potentially affecting
flow dynamics.

The study established an empirical equation developed from limited experimental
datasets. Therefore, it may not adequately capture the complexity of real —world
scenarios, necessitating careful analysis of the findings.

Due to the insufficient available data and considering the significance and economic

implications associated with bridge failures, additional research efforts should be conducted
on debris accumulation around bridge piers.



Hydrology 2024, 11, 52 26 of 27

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.A.-]. and R.PR.; methodology, M.A -J. and R.P.R.; formal
analysis, M.A.-].; investigation, M.A.-].; data curation, M.A.-].; writing—original draft preparation,
M.A -].; writing—review and editing, M.A.-]. and R.P.R.; supervision, R.P.R.; project administration,
R.PR. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by Széchenyi Istvan University.
Data Availability Statement: All of the data are available in the paper.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References

1. Wardhana, K.; Hadipriono, E.C. Analysis of recent bridge failures in the United States. J. Perform. Constr. Facil. 2003, 17, 144-150.
[CrossRef]

2. Melville, B.W. Local Scour at Bridge Sites. Ph.D. Dissertation, Researchspace, Auckland, New Zealand, 1975.

3. Breusers, H.N.C.; Nicollet, G.; Shen, H.W. Local scour around cylindrical piers. J. Hydraul. Res. 1977, 15, 211-252. [CrossRef]

4. Breusers, H.N.C.; Raudkivi, A.J.; International Association for Hydraulic Research. Scouring; Breusers, HN.C., Raudkivi, A.J.,
Eds.; Balkema: Rotterdam, The Netherlands, 1991.

5. Chiew, Y.-M.; Melville, B.W. Local scour around bridge piers. J. Hydraul. Res. 1987, 25, 15-26. [CrossRef]

6. Muzzammil, M.; Gangadhariah, T. The mean characteristics of horseshoe vortex at a cylindrical pier. J. Hydraul. Res. 2003, 41,
285-297. [CrossRef]

7. Dey, S.; Raikar, R.V. Characteristics of horseshoe vortex in developing scour holes at piers. . Hydraul. Eng. 2007, 133, 399-413.
[CrossRef]

8.  Das, S.; Das, R.; Mazumdar, A. Vorticity and circulation of horseshoe vortex in equilibrium scour holes at different piers. J. Inst.
Eng. Ser. A 2014, 95, 109-115. [CrossRef]

9. Kirkil, G,; Constantinescu, S.G.; Ettema, R. Coherent structures in the flow field around a circular cylinder with scour hole. J.
Hydraul. Eng. 2008, 134, 572-587. [CrossRef]

10. Misuriya, G.; Eldho, T.I.; Mazumder, B.S. Estimation of the local scour around the cylindrical pier over the gravel bed for a low
coarseness ratio. Int. J. River Basin Manag. 2023, 1-11. [CrossRef]

11.  Melville, B.W.; Coleman, S.E. Bridge Scour; Water Resources Publications, LLC: Littleton, CO, USA, 2000; 550p.

12.  Escauriaza, C.; Sotiropoulos, F. Initial stages of erosion and bedform development in a turbulent flow around a cylindrical pier. J.
Geophys. Res. Earth Surf. 2011, 116, F03007. [CrossRef]

13. Sheppard, D.M.; Odeh, M.; Glasser, T. Large-scale clear-water local pier scour experiments. J. Hydraul. Eng. 2004, 130, 957-963.
[CrossRef]

14. Link, O.; Gonzélez, C.; Maldonado, M.; Escauriaza, C. Coherent structure dynamics and sediment particle motion around a
cylindrical pier in developing scour holes. Acta Geophys. 2012, 60, 1689-1719. [CrossRef]

15.  Apsilidis, N.; Diplas, P.; Dancey, C.L.; Bouratsis, P. Time-resolved flow dynamics and Reynolds number effects at a wall-cylinder
junction. J. Fluid Mech. 2015, 776, 475-511. [CrossRef]

16. Bouratsis, P; Diplas, P.; Dancey, C.L.; Apsilidis, N. Quantitative spatiotemporal characterization of scour at the base of a cylinder.
Water 2017, 9, 227. [CrossRef]

17.  Palermo, M.; Pagliara, S.; Roy, D. Effect of debris accumulation on scour evolution at bridge pier in bank proximity. J. Hydrol.
Hydromech. 2021, 69, 108-118. [CrossRef]

18.  Diehl, T.H. Potential Drift Accumulation at Bridges; Report FHWA-RD-97-028; U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway
Administration: Washington, DC, USA, 1997.

19. Lagasse, PE. Effects of Debris on Bridge Pier Scour; Transportation Research Board: Washington, DC, USA, 2010; Volume 653.

20. Hamill, L. Bridge Hydraulics, 1st ed.; CRC Press: London, UK, 1999; 384p. [CrossRef]

21. Pagliara, S.; Carnacina, I. Influence of wood debris accumulation on bridge pier scour. J. Hydraul. Eng. 2011, 137, 254-261.
[CrossRef]

22. Pagliara, S.; Carnacina, I. Influence of large woody debris on sediment scour at bridge piers. Int. J. Sediment Res. 2011, 26, 121-136.
[CrossRef]

23. Melville, B.W.; Dongol, D.M. Bridge pier scour with debris accumulation. ]. Hydraul. Eng. 1992, 118, 1306-1310. [CrossRef]

24. Oliveto, G.; Hager, W.H. Further results to time-dependent local scour at bridge elements. J. Hydraul. Eng. 2005, 131, 97-105.
[CrossRef]

25. Raudkivi, A.].; Ettema, R. Clear-water scour at cylindrical piers. . Hydraul. Eng. 1983, 109, 338-350. [CrossRef]

26. Raudkivi, A.].; Ettema, R. Scour at cylindrical bridge piers in armored beds. J. Hydraul. Eng. 1985, 111, 713-731. [CrossRef]

27. Melville, B.W,; Sutherland, A.J. Design method for local scour at bridge piers. |. Hydraul. Eng. 1988, 114, 1210-1226. [CrossRef]

28. Mia, M.F; Nago, H. Closure to “Design Method of Time-Dependent Local Scour at Circular Bridge Pier’ by Md. Faruque Mia and
Hiroshi Nago. J. Hydraul. Eng. 2004, 130, 1213. [CrossRef]

29. Chiew, Y.M.; Ettema, R. Similitude in laboratory pier scour studies. In Proceedings of the XXX IAHR Congress, Thessaloniki,

Greece, 24-29 August 2003; pp. 269-276.


https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0887-3828(2003)17:3(144)
https://doi.org/10.1080/00221687709499645
https://doi.org/10.1080/00221688709499285
https://doi.org/10.1080/00221680309499973
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9429(2007)133:4(399)
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40030-014-0078-7
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9429(2008)134:5(572)
https://doi.org/10.1080/15715124.2023.2187400
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010JF001749
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9429(2004)130:10(957)
https://doi.org/10.2478/s11600-012-0068-y
https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2015.341
https://doi.org/10.3390/w9030227
https://doi.org/10.2478/johh-2020-0041
https://doi.org/10.1201/9781482271638
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)HY.1943-7900.0000289
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1001-6279(11)60081-4
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9429(1992)118:9(1306)
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9429(2005)131:2(97)
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9429(1983)109:3(338)
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9429(1985)111:4(713)
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9429(1988)114:10(1210)
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9429(2004)130:12(1213)

Hydrology 2024, 11, 52 27 of 27

30.

31.
32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.
44.

45.

46.

47.

Yang, S.-Q.; Lim, S.-Y. Mechanism of energy transportation and turbulent flow in a 3D channel. J. Hydraul. Eng. 1997, 123, 684-692.
[CrossRef]

Raikar, R.V,; Dey, S. Maximum scour depth at piers in armor-beds. KSCE ]. Civ. Eng. 2009, 13, 137-142. [CrossRef]

Shields, A. Anwendung der Aehnlichkeitsmechanik und der Turbulenzforschung auf die Geschiebebewegung. Ph.D. Thesis,
Technical University of Berlin, Berlin, Germany, 1936.

Sheppard, D.M.; Melville, B.; Demir, H. Evaluation of existing equations for local scour at bridge piers. . Hydraul. Eng. 2014, 140,
14-23. [CrossRef]

Oliveto, G.; Hager, WH. Temporal evolution of clear-water pier and abutment scour. J. Hydraul. Eng. 2002, 128, 811-820.
[CrossRef]

Roulund, A.; Sumer, B.M.; Fredsge, ].; Michelsen, ]. Numerical and experimental investigation of flow and scour around a circular
pile. J. Fluid Mech. 2005, 534, 351-401. [CrossRef]

Ebrahimi, M.; Kripakaran, P.; Prodanovi¢, D.M.; Kahraman, R.; Riella, M.; Tabor, G.; Arthur, S.; Djordjevi¢, S. Experimental study
on scour at a sharp-nose bridge pier with debris blockage. . Hydraul. Eng. 2018, 144, 4018071. [CrossRef]

Pagliara, S.; Carnacina, I. Temporal scour evolution at bridge piers: Effect of wood debris roughness and porosity. J. Hydraul. Res.
2010, 48, 3-13. [CrossRef]

Panici, D.; de Almeida, G.A.M. Influence of pier geometry and debris characteristics on wood debris accumulations at bridge
piers. J. Hydraul. Eng. 2020, 146, 4020041. [CrossRef]

Dongol, D.M.S. Effect of Debris Rafting on Local Scour at Bridge Piers; Report No. 473; School of Engineering, The University of
Auckland: Auckland, New Zealand, 1989; 98p.

Zevenbergen, L.W.; Lagasse, P.E,; Clopper, P.E. Effects of debris on bridge pier scour. In Proceedings of the World Environmental
and Water Resources Congress 2007: Restoring Our Natural Habitat, Tampa, FL, USA, 15-19 May 2007; pp. 1-10.

Hamidifar, H.; Nezhadian, D.M.A.; Carnacina, I. Experimental study of debris-induced scour around a slotted bridge pier. Acta
Geophys. 2022, 70, 2325-2339. [CrossRef]

Zhao, M.; Cheng, L.; Zang, Z. Experimental and numerical investigation of local scour around a submerged vertical circular
cylinder in steady currents. Coast. Eng. 2010, 57, 709-721. [CrossRef]

Melville, B.W.; Chiew, Y.-M. Time scale for local scour at bridge piers. |. Hydraul. Eng. 1999, 125, 59-65. [CrossRef]

Schalko, I.; Lageder, C.; Schmocker, L.; Weitbrecht, V.; Boes, R.M. Laboratory flume experiments on the formation of spanwise
large wood accumulations: Part II—Effect on local scour. Water Resour. Res. 2019, 55, 4871-4885. [CrossRef]

Aly, AM.; Dougherty, E. Bridge pier geometry effects on local scour potential: A comparative study. Ocean Eng. 2021, 234, 109326.
[CrossRef]

Richardson, E.V.; Davies, S.R. Evaluating Scour at Bridge Pier, 4th ed.; Federal Highway Administration Report: Springfield, VA,
USA, 2001.

May, RW.P; Ackers, ]J.C.; Kirby, AM. Manual on Scour at Bridges and Other Hydraulic Structures; Ciria: London, UK, 2002;
Volume 551.

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9429(1997)123:8(684)
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12205-009-0137-1
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)HY.1943-7900.0000800
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9429(2002)128:9(811)
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022112005004507
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)HY.1943-7900.0001516
https://doi.org/10.1080/00221680903568592
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)HY.1943-7900.0001757
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11600-021-00722-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coastaleng.2010.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9429(1999)125:1(59)
https://doi.org/10.1029/2019WR024789
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2021.109326

	Introduction 
	Experimental Characteristics and Sand Properties 
	Large Wood Floating Debris 
	Testing Procedures 
	Preparations, Measurements, and Timing 
	Testing Parameters Examined 
	Scour Evolution during the Tests 

	Test Results and Discussion 
	Maximum Scour Depth and Deposition Height for Different Debris Shapes 
	Debris Downstream Extension (Ld /Lu ) 

	The Volume and Area of the Scouring Hole 
	Predicting Debris Scour Depth with Empirical Equations 
	Derivation and Application of Debris Correction Factor Model 
	Conclusions 
	Limitations and Further Research 
	References

