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Abstract: This report is a part of the ongoing cooperation between 

Armstatehydromet (ASH) and Norwegian Water Resources 

and Energy Directorate (NVE). A numerical simulation 

with Hec-Ras on the failure of Aparan Dam was carried out 

for two scenarios. The simulated results showed a peak 

discharge of respectively 625 m
3
/s and 4350 m³/s. The 

travel time of the flood wave from the Aparan dam to 

Ashtarak was 1 hour. 
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Summary 
Dams are built for water supply, hydro-power, flood control, etc. However, dams 

may cause catastrophic damage to human life and property if they collapse. In order to be able 

to assess the consequences of a dam failure, simulation of the flood caused by a dam break is 

required. In the present investigation, the unsteady flow caused by a dam break on Aparan dam 

in Armenia is approximated as one-dimensional flow and simulated with the flood routing 

model Hec-Ras.  

 

A numerical simulation of the dam failure using Hec-Ras was carried out for two scenarios. 

The purpose was to determine the extent of flooding downstream, flood wave travel time and 

flood discharges due to failure of the dam structure.  

 

The dambreak has been simulated with two different breach openings, width 5m and 50m, both 

with a breach time of 10 hours. The simulated results reached peak discharges of 625 m3/s and 

4350 m³/s, respectively. The maximum discharge at the lower end, 28 km below the dam, was 

reduced to 614 and 4280 m
3
/s.  The water velocities for scenario 2 are approximately 10 m/s in 

the upper 10 km with mild slope, 16-18 m/s for the steep part between 10 and 20 km below the 

dam and 4-5 m/s for the mild lower part below Ashtarak. The phase speed of the flood wave 

have an average value of 8 m/s. The travel time of the flood peak from the dam to Ashtarak for 

both scenarios is 1 hour.   
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1 Introduction  
One of the tasks in the cooperation project between ASH and NVE has been to conduct 

dambreak analysis on the dam in the Aparan reservoir on the upper Kasach River, see figure 1. 

This has been done based on available data and maps from ASH.   

 

The purpose of the dam break analyses has been to illustrate how the flood wave propagates 

and attenuates along the river valley from Aparan dam to Ashtarak. In the present analyses the 

Hec-Ras model is used for simulation of the flood wave caused by dam failure. This model is 

one of the most widely accepted model of its kind. 

A main goal has been to work out inundation maps. These will assist dam owners, regulators 

and emergency agencies in the preparation of evacuation plans, planning of warning systems 

for dam failure and flood and for hazard classification of affected areas.  

 

The extent of the study area covered the entire watershed from Aparan reservoir to 5 km below 

Ashtarak, see figure 2.   

 

Figure 1 Picture showing the area downstream the Aparan dam. 
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Figure 2 Map showing the Kasach river with the Aparan dam. 

 

  

 

 

2 Data collection 
 

Information and data about the reservoir and the river have been collected from several 

sources.  

NVE performed a site visit in September 2007. During this visit technical information on the 

dam construction, the reservoir volume, capacity of flood gates and spillways were collected. 

Maps in scale 1:25 000 for the area were supplied from ASH. Hydrological data from the 

gauging stations downstream the dam have also been obtained from Armstathydromet. The 

information from this site visit are summarised in an internal memo [2]. 

 

Aparan reservoir and dam 

Lower end of study area 
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Figure 3 The two pictures in row 1 are showing the Aparan dam, the pictures in row 2 are from Jarabar 

and the pictures in row 3 are from Ashtarak. 

 

The cross section profiles and bottom elevation were derived from 1:25 000 maps with a 

equidistance of 5 m which is pretty rough. Availability of more detailed maps or a dedicated 

survey along the river would have given more detailed information and improved the accuracy 

of  simulations. There are also some missing data/uncertainties about the reservoir, the design 

of the dam and the elevation of the dam and the spillways.  

For these reasons we have not carried out detailed simulations and only minimal effort has 

been spent on improving the stability of the model. Some numerical instabilities do occur in 

the simulations and these can be seen as irregularities in the hydrographs. 
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3 Dam and River Characteristics  
 

The Aparan reservoir is located in the upper part of Kasach valley and  collects water from the 

Upper Kasach River Basin which is a generally mountainous area. The topography of the 

surrounding area can be characterized as steep terrain.  The basin ranges in elevation from 

2300 masl at the northern boundary to about 1820 masl at the reservoir.   

The reservoir is 8.5 km long and up to 2.5 km wide. It has a volume of 90 mill m
3
 between 

1813 masl and 1835 masl, from [3]. The Aparan reservoir supplies drinking water to Yerevan. 

It was built in the period 1962-68 and is also used for irrigation purposes. The Aparan dam is 

an embankment dam, but the design is not known in detail.  

The dam has a gate in normal operation with bottom sill on 1813 masl and a capacity of 22 

m
3
/sec.There are two flood spillways which are both shown in figure 4. One has a length of 22 

m, with an overflow crest at 1835 masl and a capacity of 40 m
3
/s. The other has a length of 35 

m, with an overflow crest at 1836 masl and a capacity of  22 m
3
/s.  

A 30 cm thickness concrete slab has been built on the upstream side of the dam to prevent 

erosion. A schematic drawing of the dam is shown in figure 5.  

 

 

 

 

 

Figur 4 The figure shows the two spillways. The capacities are 40 and 22 m
3
/sec. 
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Figur 5   Schematic drawing of Aparan dam (From NVE 2008). 

 

The river flows from the Aparan dam to Ashtarak in a canyon type valley and pictures from 

different parts of the valley are given in figure 3. The river drops from a height at the reservoir 

of 1813 masl to 1110 masl 5 km below Ashtarak town. The mean slope of the river is 2.8 %. 

However there are strong variations in the river slope. For the first 10 km river stretch 

downstream the dam the slope is 1 %, while the 10 km stretch passing by the towns of 

Artashavan and Saghmosavan has a slope of  5 %. In the lower part of the river around 

Ashtarak the slope is 2 %.   

The simulated stretch is 29 km in length and the canyon sides are up to 100 m above the river 

bed. The top width of the river valley varies from 300 to 500 m. The vegetation in the reaches 

is thick and the area is generally overgrown.  The parameters used to define the river channels 

were determined from topographic maps and observations made during the site visit.   

 

There are several bridges in the valley, but since we do not have any information about them 

they are not included in the simulations. 
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Figur 6 The longitudinal profile of the simulated stretch of the Kasach river. 

 

4 Dam failure scenarios 
 

Embankment dams is often a preferred dam type in areas with surplus of suitable loose 

material due to the low cost of construction and because they preserves the  natural appearance 

of the site. There are two categories of embankment dam: Earth fill and rock fill. A main cause 

for failure of embankment dams are overtopping due a extreme discharge/runoff combined 

with clogging of the spillway or insufficient spillway capacity caused by a flood larger than the 

design flood or malfunction of spillway gates. Table 1 shows the likely failure modes for the 

different types of dams (x means that this type of dam can fail under this mode). 

 

Table 1  Modes of failure that can hit different types of dams (From 5) 
 

 Embankment Gravity Buttress Arch Multiple 

Arch 

Sliding x x x   

Piping x x x x  

Overturning  x  x  

Overtopping x x x x x 

Poor 

maintenance 

x x x x x 

Cracking x x x x x 

Rapid 

drawdown 

x     

Internal 

erosion 

x x x x x 
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In the simulations of the failure for Aparan dam the two selected scenarios of dam failure were 

both caused by overtopping of the dam.  

 

 

  5 The Hydraulic Model (Hec-Ras) 
 

HEC-RAS is a computer program for modeling water flowing through systems of open 

channels and water surface profiles. The basic computational procedure of HEC-RAS is based 

on the solution of the one-dimensional energy equation. Energy losses are evaluated by friction 

and contraction / expansion. The momentum equation may be used in situations where the 

water surface profile is rapidly varied. These situations include hydraulic jumps, hydraulics of 

bridges, and evaluating profiles at river confluences. 

 

6 Input model parameter data  
 

The Aparan Reservoir watershed and downstream reach was constructed as a single reach in 

the model.  The reservoir was modelled with cross sections to capture the full dynamic routing 

effects of both the flood inflows and dam breach outflows.  No on-site surveys have been 

conducted and the cross sections describing the topography have been taken from maps. The 

cross section locations are shown in figure 8. 

 

Channel roughness coefficients were estimated using standard references and engineering 

judgment based on field conditions. Mannings ‘n’=0.033 were used in the simulations. The 

“normal current” definition was used as the known water discharge for the downstream 

boundary condition.   

 

The breach shape was assumed to be trapezoidal, growing with time.  The breach formation 

time was set to 10 hrs in both scenarios. The end openings of the breaches in the two scenarios 

were 50 m wide and 30 m deep and 5 m wide and 10 m deep, respectively, as shown in figure 

7.   

 

The volume of  the reservoir is 91 mill m3 and the height of the dam is 34 m. The flow into the 

reservoir was set to 300 m3/s and used as input to the HEC-RAS dam breach model.  
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Figur 7 The figure shows the final opening used in the scenarios. 

 

  

Figure 8 map showing the cross sections used in the simulations. 
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7 Results 
 

The results from the two scenarios are presented as figures and tables. Figure 9 shows the 

water level in the dam opening as a blue solid line and the discharge as green dotted line for 

scenario 2, figure 10 shows the same for the cross section downstream of the dam and figure 

11 for the cross section in the downstream end of the simulation stretch. Key results such as 

arrival time, maximum discharge and maximum water depth for both scenarios are given in 

table 2. The results are given for 4 selected locations. The maximum discharge decrease from 

4400 m3/s at the outlet of Aparan dam to 4300 m3/s downstream from Ashtarak for scenario 2. 

The maximum increase in water surface elevation is on average 2-3 m in scenario 1 (not 

shown) and up to 8-10 m in scenario 2. 

 

 

Figure 9 The figure shows the water level in the reservoir (blue line) and the discharge flowing out of the 

dam during the dambreak for scenario 2 (breach width = 50 m). 
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Figure 10 The figure shows the water level (blue line) and the discharge (green dotted line) at the cross 

section just below the dam for scenario 2. 

 

 

 

Figure 11 The figure shows the water level (blue line) and the discharge (green dotted line) at the boundary 

of the river stretch being modelled for scenario 2. 
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Table 2 Results from the simulation for both scenarios are given as arrival time of the 

maximum level height, maximum discharge and maximum water depth.   

 

 

Location Dist. from dam 

(km) 

Arrival time 

(min) 

Max discharge 

Sc2/Sc1 (m3/s) 

Water depth 

Sc2/Sc1 (m) 

Dam Aparan 0 0 4404/625 11/4.8 

Profile 21028 8 20 4350/618 8.5/3.5 

Profile 10290 18 40 4325/616 8/3.3 

Profile 0 29 60 4300/614 5.5/2.5 

 

 

The dam breaks were simulated with two different breach openings, 5 m and 50 m, both with a 

breach time of 10 hours. The simulated results reached a peak discharge over the dam of 625 

m
3
/s and 4350 m³/s, respectively. The maximum discharges at the lower end, 28 km below the 

dam, was reduced to 614 and 4280 m
3
/s.   

 

This is a small reduction of the discharge and is caused by the steep river slope and the narrow 

cross sections. A milder slope, a increased roughness or a widening of the  cross sections 

would have increased the flood wave attenuation. 

 

The water velocities were approximately 10 m/s in the upper 10 km with mild slope, 16-18 m/s 

for the steep part between 10 and 20 km below the dam and 4-5 m/s for the mild steep lower 

part below Ashtarak. The phase speed of the flood wave is faster than the speed of the water 

and was in middle 8 m/s. The travel time of the flood peak from the dam to Ashtarak was 1 

hour.   

 

The inundated areas are drawn on maps and shown in figures 12 to 15. The maps are not 

detailed and are meant for illustrations purposes only. Mapping of floodplains were carried out 

by drawing the water levels on scanned maps received from ASH.  

 

Figure 12 shows the flooded area from the dam and 10 km downstream of the dam. Figure13  

shows the river passing the towns Artashavan and Saghmosavan. This part of the river has a 

steep slope of 5 %. The figures 14 and 15 show the flooded area by the towns Mughin and 

Ashtarak. The river is here changing to a mild slope of 1 %.  
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Figure 12 The figure shows the river from the dam and 10 km downstream.  

 

 

Figure 13 The figure shows the river passing the town Artashavan and Saghmosavan. 
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Figure 14 The figure shows the flooded area by Mughin. 

 

.   

Figure 15 The figure shows the flooded area in the river by the town Ashtarak. 
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8 Example from Norway 
 

An illustration on a inundation map based on detailed data is shown in figure 16.  Red is 

flooded by a dambreak, light blue is flooded by 1000 yr flood an dark blue is flood by middle 

flow.  The river is flowing from right to left into the sea which also is dark blue. 

 

 

 

Figure 16 An inundation map from Norway generated in Arc Gis and based on a digital terrain model. 
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9 Recommendation for further study 
 

This dambreak simulation study is based on limited information about the dam and the river 

topography. The inundation maps in this report are for illustration purposes only. The map 

used for defining the cross sections and the heights have a scale of 1:25 000 and a equidistance 

of 5 m. We recommend using a more detailed map. The cross sections used in these 

simulations are therefore very coarse and simplified. In addition to using a more detailed map a 

detailed survey mapping of the river to make the data more complete shoul be carried out., 

Another solution is to generate a digital map based for example on laser scanning. Both these 

methods will improve the accuracy by giving more exact input to the model. When any of 

these methods is made available, new simulations should be carried out.  

 

More information about the dam should be obtained. The development and progression of a 

dam break depend greatly on the size and on the design of the dam. A failure of an rock fill 

dam will develop in another way than a earth fill dam.  More detailed information of the dam 

could give more realistic and accurate modelling of the breach time and breach opening. 
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Appendix 

 

 

Map showing the rivers of Armenia 
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Table with results from the simulations in Scenario 1 and 2 
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