A low intrusive method to simulate buoyant effluent
plume in “Coastal Hydrodynamics Models”
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/ Simulating buoyant water discharge on the ocean floor

Coastal hydrodynamic models are not designed to manage buoyant plume and Non-Hydrostatic models are to

heavy for environmental studies. Then, practically, a “near field model ” is coupled with a “far field model”.
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Quasi-non-hydrostatic modelling compared to Quasi-non-hydrostatic modelling applied to
hydrostatic and Non-hydrostatic ones realistic case : IPANEMA BEACH outfall (Brazil).

Idealized case configuration

A release of 10 m3/s distributed on an outfall of 30 meters width and 900 m length at a depth of 60 meters was Figure 1 : Configuration of the outfall
simulated by the Hydrostatic, Quasi-Non-Hydrostatic and Non-Hydrostatic models. The discharge temperature is in Ipanema Bay
set at 26.9°C and the salinity at 0 PSU. The density of the stratified environment verifies the following equation: N Rio de Janeiro
p(z) = 1.16 * 10-2 * z + 1024.8 with z varying from 0 to -60 m, corresponding to a temperature (resp. salinity) ﬁ
varying linearly from 11.5°C (resp. 35.55 PSU) near the bottom to 14.5°C (resp. 33.35 PSU) at the surface. A tracer
with an arbitrary concentration of 1 was associated to the release. A channel of 1024 by 512 by 64 grid with 3 m M:S,Tk':% Dye experiments have been conducted around the
horizontal and less than 1 m vertical resolution with flat bottom bathymetry is used to model all experiments. sewage outfall of Ipanema Beach during stratified and
3km PSt unstratified condition to evaluate three commonly used
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mixing.
QNH is designed to manage both the near and far
field in a single code without any significant
additional calculation costs.
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Coupling with a near-field approach is
necessary.
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