olp! of aobie wlibss
Iran-Water Resources
Research

Investigation of Longitudinal Dispersion
Coefficient in rivers
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Abstract

Over the course of recent decades, agricultural and industrial
activities have led to a considerable pollution in rivers. To
control the river pollution level, the waste water discharge
should be regulated. Pollutions have been dispersed in
longitudinal, lateral, and vertical direction. The longitudinal
dispersion of pollutants in river is important. In this study, a
comprehensive equation was proposed for longitudinal
dispersion  coefficient using dimensional analysis.
Dimensional and statistical analysis indicated = that
longitudinal dispersion coefficient depends on roughness
coefficient and the ratio of width to depth of river. Sensitivity
analysis indicated that roughness coefficient had the highest
effect on longitudinal dispersion coefficient. The proposed
methodology is a new approach to estimate  dispersion
coefficient in streams and can -be implemented into
mathematical models of pollutant transfer.

Keywords: Pollutant Transfer, Longitudinal Dispersion
Coefficient, Dimensional analysis.

Received: February 28, 2009
Accepted: March 16, 2011

YA )LQJ. 9 ul.:m, ) b)w w.ﬁ.b Jl.w
Volume 7, No. 1, Winter & Spring 2011 (IR-WRR)
NS 24

)|
)|

bef ! |
T |”|I

Lailisg, y3 (39l Job (SWSTy o pd e

TS gl 1Sl 5 o5 !

S

@ s e g gjpliSt sbedld il s e olllbe b
2 Sl U8 el 08 e iy, > dasMe B S
ol il o ilate ©jgo 4 L Loa YT gilula) sy ol
5 0 cJo Uly 5l 38 Ml wiajls g9 nl 98 ploxl
Jsb) 38y | sz Jobo > Ol i g (gl (gjlosy
U Cov es g dye (Job Olea yd loan VT .l (ol L3
5 S oW1 b i) s e uitie bS] 4 il clai] 3
Sl cols a8 il e boan Yl (ojlusd, dwgp 0 wae Jolye
085 p 3 ol ey adllas () )3 el Yoy (Slofg Cuenl
) oolel 3T 51 oolizal b Jgb bS] oy 5 5o cslayielyl
3 e oyl 1 pn 186 Glise oy glaie 4 ol o
2 P layiall ol lis zols .5, oolitul SPSS (gl l58le 5
il Bos 4 5)e Cund g S) upd (Job LIS oyl
Cord 2 S5 ars A patilie WS Oypo Coslus U
il 35l o &) by, Atbe st Jsb bS]
i Bailssg; > (Sogl Jobo (SaSly cups a5 0 gu2

A8lge s 1) (Sogll JUsl (8l (sl Jie b cuS 5 bl 5 0ns

odlad 3T (b (Sl cuys o Sogll Jlasl 1 gutels” Colals”

WAV sidaol Ve tllie by o,
WAL il YO tllio ()5l 20,6

1- PhD student, Dept. of Water Eng., College of Agric., Isf. Univ. Tech,
Isfahan, Iran, Email:eizadinia@yahoo.com

2- Assoc. Prof., Dept. of Water Eng. College of Agric., Isf. Univ. Tech.,
Isfahan, Iran, Email: koupai@cc.iut.ac.ir

*- Corresponding Author

AN

Oledeol ixio oS ((gjyalis” 0asliily ol wdige 09,5 (61> goomiily )
Oyl ool ¢ sunaS

el oledeol (ool xRl o6 ygliS 0aSutils ] iz 09,5 HLutils =¥
Jgteso odtugi = ¥


www.SID.ir

ot Jluo > wlidg) 3 Jsb (Sl oo e
s i) g bl 5 Sl (Sl wan b il
i T et 5] il e ] eslil b e
a abl ey jd (Bly claedly &S Syen sl cuslio
S albalsg) ) Jy 38 e ) cops ool Ol SOl
51 ookl sl adlisl STy, o bWS] sla She g lasuin
blyy caliseo bt die) cpl 53 g bled Mdo (oo Loy,
b yiahl I (S by 5 Sy ailodges @l ) (Solie 020
O dod Aol 0)50 gol> bl join g 4i)S k5 15 1) g
b 50 slosell 5 o pp b lise oy g odlal U
boaal, @3> oo o 9 SPSS (gyll el I ool

'\“’L@ ol (4 S 0l] slaodld

""i - -” :.w’ _Y

aly Job (SuSly cops oS dg1 (60,8 (gl Taylor (1954)
Dolas b san Sy (Jobo SaisTy a5l hojlul s
wljonl g ke (b)) 390 Glo ) ©ype 4 sy Jldl
(OYAY

oC 0°C
—t+tu—=K,— ()

ot oX OX

t o Job Cacyw bwgio U cgatio cbile bugio C o j> o
b S8y oo Koy g bl )3 sk can X e

Ll

oC

sl by lp |y Jeb (SuSTy oo Taylor (1954)
2y &l 15 S ygo 4 lndlg)
K, =5.05Du* v)

Al oyt oy Us g dlg) Ji D o o 8

widl by uly |y b SuSly cups Elder (1959)
2 &l 5 Sygo 4 b sl JUI

K, =5.93du* (v)

Aoddo — )

L dy) 2 Oy 4 &S S)h bl )lS geie OMSB
Bl &S canl Lable cMSe | (S o o disu )y aslBag,
ol ouiiS el wliagy ¢ 48,5 )5 baasling, Suo5 0 S
SUlg (WA ) Sen g obsS sle) canl bl T slasls
Sl 53 gy 5 (S Jal (ol iloand 5 rass
2yl ol el O e (gl (laslesg,

IS abagy @V Cosli o (Sapisy sl I edlatl
Cguxe A3y (Jacme Caw Cupde slagby) (njiere
P Gy oo 4 GHlud s ialS Cage cubld oyl b o
Ol glie Copte p i b ilipe 3l I 5 o
4 oty (65,38 Glacluy Elgl (45 il 98 o
powye Jos S d o J olge Gls 5 aianS] jolaie 4 aanl
ilole) Gl slaglips > (Sl U8 el ol s s
u;l 2D gud PL’>;.§| X W) r"‘J""" 9 (;dam" o Oy L b LQ’“J&’.YT
Sy iy (Joo Uy 5l 38 bl diajls ggd9e
S Gl 355 yrus I asetio Jobo 13 Ol b kg (5o
oS LT Job s 3 tol o oS L3I Job |,
U5y 5 il 8y LUl ol Jsb 0 b o cusl (s

(WAY (glosllg)

& l.aa‘_’j JGsl wlogy (90 4 calise L;Lmo.\;g.\ﬂ Buy b
5 oo g Sl 5 ol b DS 4] 5 L Casily
has 5 woys dob Slr > Waosy YT s e plul Ldas
5 Cubll e o pimie LM 5 Jisl claan]p 8l coo
dge STy o (daw slaol s 500 g ailidg, by ojad
Gy basg @B 5wy b Slea > ol 4 ead Ll
G0F Jowe 5l 393 bli )3 900 ol Ky Ky Ky (Sasly
b Job (5351, S5 257 20155 g B Jobo S5,
JUl by lons g 2980 om Jobo (SWSIn cpl
5 Uil g ilwdre g conl Job (SaSTy wb word 4 eanYl
Coyd (555 Ao diojls ailBgy (Sogll Cunsy 88> s
wlicsl 5 e (b)) cul il 5 (Sl Jsb (Susy,

(VYA

YFAR —A )l g b o) 0 ylows cuiid JUo ey ol O @alio eolisfios
Volume 7, No. 1, Winter & Spring 2011 (IR-WRR)

s.


www.SID.ir

B by gbie gaw A (Job (SaS1n oy Ky ol 2 o8
(o8 by 3 ol (xdge Ges DOl o (VL (Sye
Y gl bawgio oy | ae Laugio ity B0l ljra U
Erg 2900 S50l o Cuow Jolo I &5 (L5)e daise
2l b o8ly los Soilul duglin Cosl obye LS|y
o glad hugle CElSy by 3 &5 W30 (L 368 b
sy 35 By olhe plp ¥ CSliSins gl g AT

{Taylor and Singh, 2005)

oy bABS] cops sl 1y pj alaly Fischer et al. (1979)

idges Ll CAlESy iy b palites 9 G Slaailig;
335 oo y3 oslital 3y90 T 047 &l yusss b Aasly oyl
&, =0.15du* (%)

s b byl 53 1y (eye0,mS Luly, Rutherford (1994)

2,8 &)l Sauisy
€
di —0.13 hbias s U <l (V)
U 4
IS g <3 U5 e SRS ()
*

asle JUIS g anlpl Ve j5 6565160 L Deng et al. (2002)
Bl iy LM cops ]y g dly sdoie @YU
2,8

()

0.18< —t

<
ST S 0.9

!y Rutherford (1994) Lwg oids &) lulg, 4 dsgi L
e (P Jsb 5 (35 A Vialsy) (b LIS il
ayd b osnn ysb 4 Jobo LWSI (s o £ aons

2, blsyl oo ye b

Ky (")

~ L
b
ool g 1y (sl Kashefipour and Falconer (2002)

Sl (Job (Saisy cupd ly (owiin g (Sgpde oyl
oS ly (6595 Je S Seo and Beak (2004)..55 8

&y 1y j akly Deng et al. (2001) 4 Rutherford (1994)
03,8 &)l ailsag, o Job bWET (o s
vw’

du,

K,=0.011 (%)

Bos d @by, o W ol buwgie Co Voi » &

Al by Copw Uiy gl

bMs) sy 55U cons Jb oyl (¢l Fischeret et al. (1979)
o Wdges golae |y by, )3 ioluy clale ials 5 isy
3o) gl dlspe 3 83 0 dls o dw Jobs 1) bS] ey,
B oY rie 5l oYl slge (V K3 0 By A bls Jwols
9 gl poiioge Alsye cpl 3980 W39y Gl )y g 0dd
T Pl Giled) el o dmat ele 93 gl yslis
S e () IS5 ;0 Co B blas Juold us) pod dls o 200,85
poiage Miwd M 3:3) 5 ooy LS Jb 3 ol
Saadl alo po ol 29805 o gy 4 Gl gl 5 4l
LU g ioy sl Jole o] 5 b gl clapl

@3y s bW JolS jobb 4y JUIS™ (5,0 13 (635y5 slacsluy

ol bl e el @ ggyd gl b slahy
g odawy ol liie S & ghafio pdaw plos (> clale als e
ol 0 plool JalS gl 4y LIS

Ao po duw SO AilB D9, 45 (SS9 sy led —Y UK
g

Fischer « cuwl Ky mb6 WY Goyp Cubgipe yold alayly b
&) o e Gl 1y alBaw 1S5l o)le et al. (1979)
Adge

18 vy 1 v
K, =——[hu'[—[hu'dydydy (0)

o 0&Nyo

YFAR —A )l g b o) 0 ylows cuiid JUo ey ol O @alio eolisfios
Volume 7, No. 1, Winter & Spring 2011 (IR-WRR)

N


www.SID.ir

boplp () flamy o SBhasl sk oSSl 4 @y b
3ol Job bW a9 oy cplpls sl 8(u. /u)
Sl 5o 4 g e 3 Sl 551

YA 3 okd (gyglaenr cledbl jl odlinl byl adlae
2 &S aalie il calisee (bt bawes odztio YL xuls &g,
Copd Sly agg bulyy SPSS I3l oy g ol 035l N g
AU e oS Sl e gso 02,5] sty (Jsbo LIS
3,8 Oygo Bodd (69 p Camlus LT srslcwnn oo zalyb
b sl de NRMSE (glbas &6 1 odlaiwl b s
.(Gonzalez et al., 2002) 1,5,5 (yuss (555 018 5 (Slwloro
(\a)

STF(X Xy 5o X ) = F (X, X0 X )T
SIF(X,,Xy,.X,)—F T

NRMSE:\/

);)l.e.a lJ )J])J foud Lgrfo)‘.b‘ )i.)LQA @ ]09:)/: F UT PN aS
sohl Xi g ond (£S5l polie lawgio ply Fodd dulxe

Aitbge e

W Jos g =Y

O W & s |y Jsb bS] (s Sl ¥ S
LMA) o 0/ o inlisl b JSS &y dogs b Laad o
Shaol )y 135 35 o S5 plea Abe GuliEl Job
o3l Bl ol sl 8(U /U ) il (f) Elosess =il
oRlBl g8 Jsb bIS) cups () cupe GBI L 3ges

b o

olts Wh & sy Job BIS] oy ol ¥ S
Cupd Bes & 5y Camd GLIBIL JSE 4 g b s e
2 loialy s ol 4SSl 4t b b 1B Jsb IS
s 4 utls led lgiee blyse ¥ S5 1 b Y S
it 56 by (Sagl Jobo W) s 2 (55 s
ek BUB] oyl 5 Gos 4 (o8 Cud Slpd ) Cas
bl 38l Sl ol 5Eds ey pslite 4 Al (Sogl

D)8 o oy 4ol > ol puls &S Wy )3 edlaiwl SPSS

5 bl U 55 ond 85 slagall 5l 5,8 oS jslate &
g e A2 bo9d @l cupd clblB L 908 (g)l8le 5

P e Jdon o0 @iF bl p Job (Sadsy oyl
Copd &S 2505 yledl Ahsan (2008) 3505 dlpsuing aslsdg,
5 Gos (JUI (o850 glatie i b g 0395 Cull Job (Sanisy
L Riahi-Madvar et al. (2009) .S o yu® by Coopw
ol (SIS Cupd pe3S & Jbmas 45 I odlat]
53 (emmolio B3 5l g3 e aSii oy L nyl oo asl

oinlesl g o e, Y

L byl ool bulyy 98t cul asuie &5 b plen
P &S g ldaly bl ol 4l @) Saudisy s
O3S Al Gl tin 5 (Sgyhen (il b 0kiyS
O slo e ) g galad 3BT 29, 5l (5 S0 0 sl 00y
2 Fpe bolos gy <o S djlus o wal b 1) ISl ol amy
adlas )3 235 oy Jobo LIS o5 0 oSb Ly 5,13,
b L85 &g PRSEST 4055 ) o3lizl b (golel LT pils
e 1l slouny yito K Jold (o3 sl G ST anad
534S ol el sm e Jiame yal)b kT b alaly S a1y o
Al b ypxio Glo slp piY g e Dl Sl fSls 1 OT
buwgio Copo jl a5 ke € (Job LIS o pd 2 %o slayiall
LS by o5 Wodalp] (o ol Ges d Glp
Hoobye Sl cof g Pl S Ui (oo o g

e=f,(u,h,w,u*,p, 1) (W)
L obesl JSG slagate olae & Py h Uy asols

Dged (e gib 25 Cyge 41y 398 Al g5 o

& u w
= f(—,—,Re*) (VW)

u*h u* h
b g 126l ey (392 oo bS] (s 1y E g alaly o o8
B 0 ULM)KX

i35Sy 55 5l oly oo (Rew 270) sl pj &sl ol

2 Ope @ ol oy daly ol Pl ges Jatbie Sl

2,5 4

g —_—
u*h

uw
f— L
(u*’h) O%)

YFAR —A )l g b o) 0 ylows cuiid JUo ey ol O @alio eolisfios
Volume 7, No. 1, Winter & Spring 2011 (IR-WRR)

5y


www.SID.ir

sio NRMSE (glas &b 5l oalil b s 0035 gzl sl odlitul sl (glol (sla e g osd cinyms i jl @lgs gl
2355 o 5 S0jlal g Slewbre @l slad oyl Sl bt g (ad opiie M (35 (e S el 045
W/hy UWls Jiie clb yuiie g Ay puito olsis 4y Job LS

Gaiod 4D o3lkwl dy90 (W01 ) Joua

Source Channel H (m) W (m) U (m/s) U* (m/s) € (m%/s)

Fischer [9] Copper creek, VA (below gage) 0.49 15.9 0.21 0.079 19.52

0.84 18.3 0.52 0.100 21.40

0.49 16.2 0.25 0.079 9.50

Clinch river, TN (below gage) 0.86 46.9 0.28 0.067 13.93

2.13 59.4 0.86 0.104 53.88

2.09 53.3 0.79 0.107 46.45

Copper creek, VA 0.39 18.6 0.14 0.116 9.85
(above gage)

Power river, TN 0.85 33.8 0.16 0.055 9.50

Clinch river, VA 0.58 36.0 0.30 0.049 8.08

Coachell canal, CA 1.56 24.4 0.67 0.043 9.57

McQuiveyand Keefer [12] | Bayou Anacoco 0.94 25.9 0.34 0.067 32.52

091 36.6 0.40 0.067 39.48

0.41 19.8 0.29 0.044 13.94

Nooksack river 0.76 64.0 0.67 0.268 34.84

2.94 86.0 1.20 0.514 153.29

Antietam creek 0.39 15.8 0:32 0.060 9.29

0.52 19.8 0.43 0.069 16.26

0.71 24.4 0.52 0.081 25.55

Monocacyriver 0.32 351 0.21 0.043 4.65

0.45 36.6 0.32 0.051 13.94

0.87 47.5 0.44 0.070 37.16

Missouri river 2.23 182.9 0.93 0.065 464.52

3.56 201.2 1.27 0.082 836.13

3.11 196.6 1.53 0.077 891.87

Wind/Bighorn rivers 0.98 67.1 0.88 0.110 41.81

2.16 68.6 1.55 0.161 162.58

Elkhorn river 0.30 32.6 0.43 0.046 9.29

0.42 50.9 0.46 0.046 20.90

John Dayriver 0.56 25.0 1.01 0.137 13.94

2.46 34.1 0.82 0.169 65.03

Comite river 0.26 12.5 0.31 0.043 6.97

0.41 15.8 0.37 0.055 13.94

¢ Amite river 0.81 36.6 0.29 0.068 23.23

0.80 42.4 0.42 0.068 30.19

Sabine river 2.04 103.6 0.56 0.054 315.87

4.75 127.4 0.64 0.081 668.90

Yadkin river 2.35 70.1 0.43 0.101 111.48

3.84 71.6 0.76 0.128 260.13

Muddycreek 0.81 13.4 0.37 0.077 13.94

1.20 19.5 0.45 0.093 32.52

Sabine river, Texas 0.98 35.1 0.21 0.041 39.48

White river 0.55 67.1 0.35 0.044 30.19

Chattahoochee river 1.13 65.5 0.39 0.075 32.52

Susquehanna river 1.35 202.7 0.39 0.065 92.90

Seo and Cheong [14] Antietam creek, MD 0.98 24.1 0.59 0.098 101.50

0.66 11.9 0.43 0.085 20.90

Monocacyriver, MD 0.71 93.0 0.16 0.046 41.40

0.65 51.2 0.62 0.044 29.60

1.15 97.5 0.32 0.058 119.80

0.41 40.5 0.23 0.040 66.50

Conococheague creek, MD 0.69 42.2 0.23 0.064 40.80

0.41 49.7 0.15 0.081 29.30

1.13 43.0 0.63 0.081 53.30
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Source Channel H (m) W (m) U (mv/s) U* (m/s) & (m?/s)
Seo and Cheong [14] Chattahoochee river, GA 1.95 75.6 0.74 0.138 88.90
2.44 91.9 0.52 0.094 166.90
Salt creek, NE 0.50 32.0 0.24 0.038 52.20
Difficult run, VA 0.31 14.5 0.25 0.062 1.90
Bear creek, CO 0.85 13.7 1.29 0.553 2.90
Little Pincycreek, MD 0.22 15.9 0.39 0.053 7.10
Bayou Anacoco, LA 0.45 17.5 0.32 0.024 5.80
Bayou Bartholomew, LA 1.40 334 0.20 0.031 54.70
Amite river, LA 0.52 21.3 0.54 0.027 501.40a
Tickfau river, LA 0.59 14.9 0.27 0.080 10.30
Tangipahoa river, LA 0.81 314 0.48 0.072 45.10
0.40 29.9 0.34 0.020 44.00
Red river, LA 1.62 253.6 0.61 0.032 143.80
3.96 161.5 0.29 0.060 130.50
3.66 152.4 0.45 0.057 227.60
1.74 155.1 0.47 0.036 177.70
Sabine river, LA 1.65 116.4 0.58 0:054 131.30
2.32 160.3 1.06 0.054 308.90
Sabine river, TX 0.50 14.2 0.13 0.037 12.80
0.51 12.2 0.23 0.030 14.70
0.93 21.3 0.36 0.035 24.20
Mississippi river, LA 19.94 711.2 0.56 0.041 237.20a
Mississippi river, MO 4.94 533.4 1.05 0.069 457.70
8.90 5374 1.51 0.097 341.10a
Wind/Bighorn river, WY 1.37 442 0.99 0.142 184.60
2.38 85.3 1.74 0.153 464.60
Clinch river, VA 1.16 48.5 0.21 0.069 14.76
Missouri river 3.28 180.6 1.62 0.078 1486.45
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