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81 | X

S—F EF e T YEUFORBICOET AN, REOmE (£147,000 km?) 2 HAE
CORLNRE Lk, BEOMET 7 b= 2 A0FEOLHIE, FTev T v
DHBRT 7 =2 AEBR L, TOFTT—¥ VEOKEYIEET D 0ERLD, i,
72 CEOMBEREFEO O, BRNEL E LD B TE U KR O
BIZOoVTHHRIEBRRT LI BRETHD,

Fl— hF2 b= ARSI, e T Y OHREEIL, 22— 7T L— MRt L
TA Vv FOBBIEET S Z LI L > THEREN, BREOEE YV TEEHE (a4 THE
B ThAHD, WERESLA v FRBIIHSomEOEE TR X, SIELTR~FT
7 OE LR - HREBHOER L > TnD, ZRIZLSTH (%24 ) RF (Ty
ve=) WRBNHGELWREOE (oheh, syntaxis) HbELK (Fig. 8.1) ,

WwREIT. BRERAAERTHET TR AV FPv—F (U RT7=7) DT
BATFy FOHBOTICEYV AL Ty — A7 A MNEBATETHDL LOBRLH D,
= OFEF i Continental subduction & BEIZNTW A, ZOBRADT ¥ v F A ¥ NEOWEEIZ L
D e~ T VRIESICMEZ T AOE KR (BARAT R M) ARAEL, KEEFELELT
W5 (Fig. 8.2) .

b7 XiLHOBEOH A XTI AT A4 (Fig. 83) 1. &t <7 YHDOESOkmD Y/ —
TRLERTHY . /25T HMain Central Thrust (MCT) OBRIZBERE L CTEFMICEZ » T
WAEIAH D, ZRLOHROBMIBEHRIT, —ACEAR T 2 MIT FHICHTIE
BHECH D, ZhGIRET5ENEORE - WU THD, e, Fig. 83 THIBAMCT
OFEANZH VT L id, MCTOEEOEE % K b1 i} T4 <. Main Boundary Fault (MBF)
<°Himalayan Frontal Fault (HFF) 122 2{&F DT 4 —AF A+ (detachment) B OTEE)
REUTIHLOTHS, BREROOHEESNIHMBOBEMIL, t~FvOlM (Be~
Y M) ORI TIIAE T~ EEbHUES, kB (Ee v T v#) Tid30° LR
BRI TS, b OMRIEE)D 5 Seeber & Armbruster (1981) 1EFig. 8.41Z7R ¢ &
I HET 7 b= P ADETFAREREL TWD, Molner {(1990) IZLiUE, ZO7 ¥ —
A7 A MEB)OEEILLS cm/FEIZETHEWV T,

IRHOERC, AV FEREFRy FERCTIIENMBMEOMBLREEL TWD,
5bA v FERTRSA0kmOMBOBHOH AT LT YOLMEERL, A F7
L— M~ I Y OMMEOHECTHIZEbLBARIL LD L ERTWS, —F, Ty
FEERTOEMBHROEHFEIIEB M THY (Fig.85) . F3y b T a v 7 BEE
K LUHESWABRICLD EEXHRATVD,
=% VEOREOHMIEE, MM LS TN CEBII TRV, 8D (K
WMoA » RESEME, BHOY Y ¥ A, X8 RRE) TIENERETHY, PR
MCTOBEICESR L TRBIZERBRELN S,

§-1



B TV #IF7idFig 83 TH/ L ) I BRE L MBEEARA THh D, L, 2210
ORI LN, M7 FRA0HBIIE v FVYREBHOI vov— 4 - HEOE
BEl (74 o DFIT300~500 km) TLYEALTHS (Fig. 8.6) .

Fig. 82121, b2 v OILEREEE (foot hills) IZKXLNHELE X /- KHBOME & %
EEPRRINTND, 0951897, 1905, 193433 LTR9S0EDHBEIIMR 2 T X (O EFcHb
BCTHoT WbV 7L b v T YOBROEAT Y v F 2 v NGB
B L b OTH D, Fig 8UIEE SN IMBOMIE (ERMFRORS) BFRSNT
V5o Fig 851013, TNHEXMEIC L > TAUMREVI (EEAND ) BERE. K&F
DREVIZIZITAY) U EOFBASTEN TS, Seeber & Armbruster  (1981) {2 L #UiE.
HORZ L O BT LRIV Th b Be v T Y LB v S Y OEREOE T, v
7 YRRRFATIE (1905 1% 35 \WIV P R)IETMHO T (19344EME) (7% T L
leBEZHh% (Fig $.5FTOMERBR)

82 WHEEIDE

T8 YRR LOEO RIS CAR L RTRICE S E | HERRS B LT
BEBEICOVWTRELZIT»7, #1857 — 7 IINOAA (National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Environmental Data Service, USA) {2 & ~» TS LTV 5 “The Earthquake Data File” 1= %
DNTIT» 7,

F— 4 %13, Punatsangchhuk AR ERHEH A 2 B0 LT H4£1,000 kmD RN T
IB9TEN D IBTEMICRE L 1476 TH S, T DOF —F DO /= F a— Mo L BHE
& MR FERESE O 534 % Table. 8.138 X U'Fig. 8.7 74, S

T8 AR EOEDRLTRET B HBOFMEO - DI, B HBICET b & 1
TEBBL, P~ AR RFEHEOTMICHE L CRIESNBORESLETHS, B
RCTREE L L EDO TR+ LOT, HHH A MRS NEBRABESZ OE LRI
REDFHEIEIRARTH D, _

L 7= 2 ADOETII, BRKORBL S5 27 L Bb b EXHE, BF1ICI31897
FWestern AssamHiB® (M8.7) 33 J:Uf19344EBihar-Nepalti® (M83~8.4) 12\ Tk, LA
TFTOLIICLTEOBELHIBETRCX 3,

BUE. A2 FF L= FOEYTYDFADYTH 7 &0 o OBEELS e/ EBRE L & h
TWD, TOM23 (12em/FRE) PERMBICL D Ehbhad L JETS, —F. 4
T a VEERKEICBY D 1 BT B4~ mBE THA N, mhk FEO
FAL % EROMBIL G MHFTE B LT, HRHAME330~670 L B S D, L7
D> 7T, AEIOHMBE) b OFIBEE (J10046) £2EZELTH, V4L EETCYE (&
RIOEREDOHIC) | ERMENBET HRBIHEVL L EDRA,

8-2



83 EHBEEEH
8.31 BREEICLOXALNEBEYH

AAIC I D & AREHESECIL, THERINEY LTEBEEM AL TS, BEEE L,
2 RZHH B HROB B ISR KEMEL LTHET 5 b0 C, AEAEIRKE
BIAGKBEELZR L CRO OIS, BATIBERHES < OMENOMBRHB 0N
ECfTbh w3, '

et L, RHEICHICRE BRI L E XD DL BRBELEXOND LAY A FOBE
It ZOAHBOWRBORE, REOBHE RS ORI & & EEIC A, BifURET
RESTHREOEESBRMNT A ENFELVE IR TS,

Punatsangchhu/K R EIHE OF S 1L, 77— & VEB DR SRBRIZ BRI D45, FHEH
BRI TRHICRE ZHRB AR B SN TWRN I LD, 7 4 VU Y T W
DX LRI BT, REELERT D& L35,

8.3.2 74 ERAMKOBRERE

HEMSORHEELRETIBROBELTIDIC, 7T—F VEEIHECHD A
REIHT D HREREIC SV THERNE ERE L,

£ v FERRGERE < v 7L LT, 1986FICER S N fRRE~ » THRARS AT
%. = (Bureau of Indian Standards : IS 1893 — 1984 )

MR~ v HL, Fig. 88IZR”T B0 THY, 7V—% EHEDIHIRIIfERES 7
I~VD5h, N~VORBHIZBL Tno, RIROBEENLIBEIIBEANLIVE
BRI A, I~X (RRFORE VIE~VISIIHY) Lo TWnd, B, AR
AR X SINLAMBO Y AR BEDZ, BHR a7 V- M LAOHE,
0.12~0.15& 72 T %,

833 HLMROBRXMEEOKTE

() MEATEE |

BREHREARTT 570, SFHFEEMITIC L D | Punatsangchhu & 2 Hil 5500 Hit R F o
BKIERE OFRFBE ERE L7, ZOTFRFEICER LR —213, (32 R
TEENE | TR~ RKEONOAAIZ L > TIREENIZ LD TH Y | & LAmh 6 411,000
kmEAPSCREAE L1 T — 5 (14767 -4 : 18975~ 19874F) Th 5,

B AHIGEE O TR E A U2 BRI, T TCIZRBRES TS0 6, TR
D5 HORERNT, B, PO “A” [FERKIERE (gal) , ‘M” FHEO~ /=
Fa—k, “R” REEM (m) . ‘D IBMRHHE (m) &7T



log A=3.090+0347M -2 1log (R+25)  seesesiiinenn ©

proposed by C.Oliveira, '’

log A=2.674+0278M - 1.301 log (R+25)  seeriseiiena @
proposed by R.K.McGuire.*’

log A=2.041 +0.347M - 1.601 logR ~ seeesseeeaen @
proposed by L.Esteva and E.Rosenblucth™

log A=2308+0411M-1.637log (R+30)  cseeeeranacn, @
proposed by T.Katayama."’

log (A/640) = (D+40) (-7.6+1.724M-0.1036M?) /100 ++everevanrn. ®
proposed by 8.Okamoto.

RO BRI 2 BAMEE ;. BRI 5% | oL 3 W
R LCHH L7, ARATISO MO (SHIMM) 114 L,

(2) & LRI BT 2 R AR B AR S 5
A (R 557, b7 23 )WﬂifﬁﬁﬁﬁhﬁmLtMEr — &P
vﬁ:%:~P&E%ﬁm@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%nwa&uuﬁmjjkmfu
189746 19875 % TOB DO MMM A $ % Table. 8210, 7=, BENHBOF T,
FAMRIZ TR b K& 0B S 5 X I MR OREO B ANLEE O HE B % Table. 8317574,
& IS B D G F R ARG TR B 5 < 0 £ R I ARAT 45 % Fig, 8.9~
Fig. 8.131277°3,

(3) F Aok wfﬁméhé%kMﬁﬁ
&*M&ﬁt BOWTHRE &N 2 MRORKINEE L. iR OB EMIE NS TRO
CEMEND, -
:‘Ei DEMETED LD IBAMEEOHTERL, EHT 2EMRRERIC L > TkAR
SEET D, FZS.Okamotoris L AHEEBEIIMOORIC L AMER LY LS - TKAk
WAL 5 ODFUT LD BEMEHIL, 1004EHERAT0 gal, 1,000FREEH158 gal & 5F LT
Bo
HBRGERERITICIL, ZOL)RTREENHD 200, ZICHEEY A FOE
fifi & L CS.Okamotoh % E.31)7‘*ﬁiﬂfﬁ%ﬁlﬁm,ﬁ'@ﬂ)ﬁm%kmﬁf“‘k LTE2BZ L
LT D bbb, FLAHBIZOWTIRISE gal%, f&iﬁk@méhéf&ﬁﬁ&@%k
R &5, Zeds. FIANEA DB 000E O BB MET 5,
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Maximum Accelerations expected at the Punatsangchhu Damsite

{(Gal)
Attenuation Equation : Return Period (Yea_.[)ﬁ_
50 100 200 500 1,000
Oliveira’s Eq. 10 12 13 14 14
McGuire’s Eq. 44 47 49 51 52
Esteva & Rosenblueth Eq. g 9 9 9 9
Katayama’s Eq. 23 25 27 28 29
Okamoto’s Eq. 166 259 374 548 688
Average 50 70 94 130 158
Probability 0.98 0.99 0.995 0.998 0.999

8.34 WEEHICAVLSIRHKERE

(1) SIS T A BRORHKERE
R B DK R AN & B E A TERE & OBRIZ- OV TR, —ITIREASR D 3L,

Amax

Kh=R"§%" ....................................... ®
Zic Kh: AT K ERE
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Table 8.1 ' Distribution of Magnitude and Epicentral Distance of Seismicity Data

0<=D<50 <100 <200 <300 <400 <500 <800 <700 <800 <1000 1000<= Total
0<M<3.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
<35 0 0 0 0 0 1 o 1 0 2
<40 0 0 1 2 5 5 0 6 0 19
<45 1 0 13 9 13 30 37 29 54 0 189
<5.0 - 0 1 13 40 35 32 176 124 87 123 0 631
<55 3 1 8 25 13 13 47 67 33 85 0 295
<B6.0 o 1 4 8 7 7 16 20 8 15 0 86
<6.5 1 1 - 7 8 10 14 14 34 12 46 0 147
<7.0 0 0 1 10 3 6 7 14 9 24 0 74
<75 0 0 0 0 9 3 0 4 7 0 27
<8.0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 o 0 4
8.0<= 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 c 0 c 0 0
Total 5 4 37 104 89 91 295 308 185 358 0 1476

Epicentral Distance (km)

Magnitude




Table 8.2 Number of Earthquakes for the Punatsangchhu Damsite

in a Year during the period from 1897 to 1987

Year N Sum of N Year N Sumof N
1897 1 1 1943 2 111
1898 0 1 1944 5 116
1899 0 1 1945 0 116
1900 0 1 1946 5 121
1901 0 1 1947 4 125
1902 0 1 1948 1 126
1903 0 1 1949 0 126
1904 0 1 1950 28 154
1905 0 1 1951 13 167
1906 2 3 1952 4 171
1907 0 3 1953 6 177
1908 2 5 - 1954 5 182
1909 0 5 1955 17 199
1910 0 5 1956 11 210
1911 0 5 1957 4 214
1912 0 5 1958 - 4 218
1913 5 10 1959 8 226
1914 2 12 1960 5 231
1915 4 16 1961 11 242
1916 1 17 1962 1 243
1917 0 17 1963 20 263
1918 3 20 1964 34 297
1919 0 20 1965 40 337
1920 2 22 1966 42 379
1921 1 23 1967 a3 412
1922 0 23 1968 34 446
1923 3 26 1969 22 463
1924 3 29 1970 23 491
1925 0 29 1971 35 526
1926 3 32 1972 27 553
1927 2 3 1673 7 590
1928 0 34 1974 34 624
1929 2 36 1975 49 673
1930 -8 44 1976 69 742
1931 7 51 1977 54 796
1932 7 58 1978 59 855
1933 5 63 1979 58 913
1934 10 73 1980 83 . 996
1935 7 80 1981 57 1053
1936 5 85 1982 72 1125
1937 0 85 1983 48 1173
1938 9 04 1984 70 1243
1939 2 96 1985 79 1322
1940 5 101 1986 82 1404
1941 8 109 1987 72 1476
1942 0

109




Table 8.3 Maximum Accelerations of the Year at the Punatsangchhu Damsite
during the period from 1897 to 1987 (1/2)

(gal)
Attenuation Equation
Year - . Esteva &
Oliveira's Eq. McGuire's Eq. ' Katayama's Eq. | Okamoto's Eq.
ACC. ACC, | Rosenblueth's Eq. oo, ACe,
1897 15.56 71.87 14.52 56.43 63.50
1898 (.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1899 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1900 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1801 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1902 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1903 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 - 0.00
1904 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1905 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 . 0.00
1906 0.57 7.32 0.75 2.8 0.01
1907 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1908 1.04 10.85 1.24 4.60 0.18
1909 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1910 0.00 0.00 000 - 0.00 0.00
1911 -0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1912 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 - Q.00
1913 0.62 7.94 0.83 3.20 0.02
1914 0.31 4.87 0.45 1.68 0.00
1915 3.30 23.20 335 11.93 6.67
1916 049 7.05 0.71 2.86 0.01
1917 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1918 3.13 - 23.32 3.32 1262 592
- 1919 0.00 0.00 0.90 0.00. 0.00
1920 0.28 4.36 0.39 1.37 0.00 -
1921 1.41 12.52 1.52 512 0.42
1922 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1923 3.89 25.84 3.87 13.64 9.68
1924 2.40 18.06 245 8.27 243 -
1925 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00 0.00
1926 0.38 5.30 0.50 1.75 0.00
1927 0.58 7.20 0.74 2.63 0.01
1928 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1929 0.58 6.70 0.68 2.21 0.01
1930 576 3334 548 18.68 18.51
1931 0.75 9.23 1.00 3.97 0.05
1932 2.1 16.44 2.24 6.74 1.54
1933 4.1 23.91 3.76 10.69 6.58
1934 4.34 30.60 4.64 18.07 10.30
1935 3.71 23.51 3.54 11.17 16.17
1936 1.50 12.42 1.53 4.76 0.41
1937 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1938 - 1.46 12.09 1.48 4.56 0.33
1939 0.89 9.66 1.07 3.89 010
1940 1.29 11.57 1.38 4,53 0.26
1941 4.02 2571 3.90 13.10 156.15
1942 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00




Table 8.3 Maximum Accelerations of the Year at the Punatsangchhu Damsite
during the period from 1897 to 1987 (2/2)

(gal)
Altenuation Equation
Year I . Esteva & \
Cliveira's Eq. McGuire's Eq. ' Katayama's Eq. | Okamoto's Eq.
ACC, ACC, | Rosenblueth's Eq. ACC, ACC,

1943 2.50 19.53 2.66 9.74 3.28
1944 0.42 6.00 0.58 214 -0.00
1945 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00
1946 0.74 9.24 1.00 4.03 2.05
1947 2.56 20.59 2.81 10.91 366
1948 0.21 3.68 0.32 1.11 0.00
1949 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1950 1.54 15.96 1.99 8.72 .54
1951 3.24 24.40 349 13.73 6.29
1952 2.43 19.62 265 10.09 - 3.19
1953 0.53 6.63 0.67 2.32 0.00
1954 8.00 36.85 7.06 18.12 22,90 -
1955 46.08 115.86 51.05 71.50 191.86
1956 1.17 10.30 1.21 365 012
1957 0.56 8.73 0.68 2.40 0.1
1958 2.63 17.74 2.50 7.33 213
1959 2.08 15.47 2.05 6.31 1.17
1960 7.05 33.70 6.23 16.09 18.18 .
1961 0.42 542 0.52 1.71 0.00
1962 0.34 4.89 0.45 1.55 0.00
16563 0.99 - 8.3 1.05 327 0.07 -
1964 20.24 69.66 18.17 40.93 83.38
1965 3.41 - 21.34 3.19 9.40 435
1966 1.48 10.49 1.35 . 333 . 0.17
1967 2.59 17.22 243 6.88 2.16
1968 337 18.01 3.00 7.05 - 285
1969 12.68 43.94 12.35 18.59 28.78
1970 1.16 9.80 1.13 .72 - 0.09
1971 1,42 10.07 1.29 2.94 0.14
1972 2.32 14.23 207 463 0.87
1973 0.98 8.54 0.97 2.64 0.04
1974 0.91 ~ 7.63 0.87 240 0.02
1975 1.55 10.94 1.42 3.36 0.21
1976 1.06 9.29 1.07 3.07 0.09
1977 1.08 8.63 1.02 2.51 0.05
1978 0.67 6.39 0.67 1.76 - 0.00
1979 .21 9.32 1.13 276 0.08
1980 7.61 35.56 . 6.72 17.26 19.66
1981 12.21 43.41 11.62 18.68 39.97
1982 4.53 21.44 4,03 7.89 11.91
1983 .80 7.75 (.87 223 0.02
1984 1.05 8.89 1.03 2.77 - 0.05
1985 5,82 24.64 - 5.38 8.37 17.47
1986 1.61 11.48 1.49 3.68 0.40
1987 1.05 8.26 0.98 2. 0.05



:f Msior ubdivitions of the Himalays. Tethyan F d Hi _‘Hsmlly!kebaMmIndua Sumrc Zoacnndtd:m o
Central thruast. Dates identify large estthauikes that bave affccted: the ¥ i ills, The earthquakes of 1897, 1903,
‘1934, ind 1950 were M3 3. Bascd on earthquak mm:tnrb, mr mbcmthclsoimdlwﬁ g
'elnhqnihu hetweeatbel“ﬂ:uil%Smthths, md possibls !:he1934 1897wc.ntzmdbctwec.nthc1397ind

1950 mnu

Fig. 8.2 MajorSubdivisions and Earthquakes of the Himalaya



 Salomiciy (a2 39 of the iliuleye fiorn Fiowry, 1964 to Siphiimber, 1988 from 15C sod USGS PUE cxripcen Sunelst o o3 gt mctagom sea?, Lioss itk
R

R
Fig. 8.3 Seismicity of the Himalaya from 1964 to 1986
e CON_T!NENTAL St
_lo‘ﬂS '
m'.éu.;n- =

L -

ANEAN -
SHELD

smﬁh&rm

TUHY“ ma vER
‘\..> mueuum WO -

"r!mn- e . .
Has 17y ELF T e, -
meme UETASEDMEN G e ST T aoony ake e SEOMEATARY WG
wmmmwwum T LT S T oyeh sheco” L
rigip LEss Ao { Do -.::m o
— mmnsts.mw:w TETHRN a.n T e ’ -9 St o - - 4 ’

Bodal {to scale} of cau:imcﬂ nubduu(m ia zhe cutral poﬂ:im u! Lhe !unlsym tru A tnbho:i;mnl sheer tone of
incecpiate convargency balow thy Tietan Plateeu mergee updip fata & detachuent that slips by grest earthquakes’ ‘and 4 stecpur
dipping. thruse the "HCT" ... |, ' which siips: by istermediate und waailer: megnitude unhqu:ku Ihe ceanafrnilon frem
seiamic to sssizmic 2iip octvrs af the basement Chrast front.( “and eurnlponh with = sharg nmriph:.c Front wlong &

smull eivele . < Tha detachment and . Che. THCT ound:an- elfhar - slde a sedimeatary “wedge of
tarrigencus spdiments ap vcll " Pre-orogenic sdtaredinents.  Thie m;a ta” hu rigiy thin the tonverglog sleds eod in
shortaned by pervasiva deformation. ' In sn saviier version of ehh uddel . tha bult of intormediste magnitude

thrust earthquakes 14 sesacietad »m 2 ateepwr porkion of e tumﬂt thtuu.

Fig. 8.4 Model of Continental Subduction of the Himalayan Arc



LN S N S SLIP GIRECTION 1N
o - THRUST EMTHOUAKES

a STEXTENS IO TN NORMAL
: R g ¢ ANey STRIEE £05,

: v LA o KA ELEVATION - 30,
c e TABETANS | twsror ok nee
A T S /LIHH‘ of,.sfﬁﬁ)

TPLAT'EAU ef. v
SN A Q’ ’rnmm oF- mwm

EFICERTERS m: tm;f"'

i, /«o..-e- o - u SREAT-EGS.) = -}
[ I - i .

i ,*.if.

..-“

‘:mzutwdt thr\&r:' ",
1L gifele (doterd -
centtxl portion”

Fig. 8.5 Epicentral Map of the Himalaya and Large Earthquake



S e - ”"”

d adjoining aress

and sdjoining sress of o and Bangla Desh for the

Fig. 8.6 Seismicity Map of Northeastern india and adjoining Areas of Burma andBangla Desh



KINGDOM OF BHUTHN

100E

15N

Fig. 8.7 Data for Seismicity Analysis (1897-1987)



MANGALORE . )

L]
HYDERABAD

.
THITRADIRGA

‘\. "\ BANGALORE
. .

N MYSORE

GANGTOK

o R
Y MACHILIPATHAM

HELLORE

MADRAS

R

>

.'r\,

KAVARATTI | COGH

TRIVANDRUN,

POMGICHERRY
(PUDLICHCHERY)

HAGAPPATTINAK

LEGEND

ZONE |

ZONE Il
ZONE 1l
ZONE IV
ZONE YV

76°

Fig. 8.8 Seismic Risk Map for india (1 986)

.

FPORT BLAIR

\"‘°“§) ot NVWYONY




KINGCOM OF BHUTAN

500

300
200

100

50

30
20

RETURN PERIOD C YEAR )

T T T T

1.1 5 10 50 100 200 500 1000
2.0
s
-]
® H——
o L] ‘__,__,_—n——»-——'__'_—._‘
1.0 —
| ot
/h
/ o°°°°.
L~ =T
/lf/ ‘uH’
/ -
0.0 Cal
Ve A
f’
&
-1.0
1 & 10 20 30 40 50 &C 70 BC 483 PEPE 97 P8 3% 99.5 2P, 99.9

PROBABILITY ( % 3

{: LOG A=3.09+0.347M-2L0G(R+25) ( C.OLIVEIRR )

Fig. 8.9 Maximum Acceleration for Return Period at the Punatsangchhu

Damsite estimated by C.Olivera’s Equation



<INGDOM OF BHUTAN

500

300
200

100

50

30
20

RETURN FERIGD ( YEAR 3

T T L T

1.1 5 10 50 100 200 500 1000
- 2.0 2
-* L]
" Jol 1|
N W
i B
/‘
L 1.0 K’
// .
B 1
- 0.0
3
- .1.0
1 5 10 20 30 40 50 40 70 B0 20 95 Ps 07 98 9o o9.5 po.8  PP.P

PROBABILITY € % )

2: LOG A=2,.674+0,278M-1.301LAG(R+25)

{ R.K.MCGUIRE )

Fig. 8.10 Maximum Acceleration for Return Period at the Punatsangchhu

~Damsite estimated by R.K.McGuire’s Equation



¢

500

300
200

100

50

30
20

INGDOM OF BHUTAHN

RETURN PERIGD { YERR 3

T T T

1.1 5 10 50 100 200 506 1000
- 2.0
- *
- .
Fo1.0 ool ”
. -
5 ,/-—;"r“"’"
/|/a"‘.°.
B L~ Jr’f
// -
L 0.6 T qp.'fj
VA
5 o
L]
A} 2t
2
1= -1.0
1 & 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 8O 90 95 94 97 98 pe P95 $9.8 999

PROBRBILITY ( % )

3: L0OG A=2.041+0.347M-1.6L0GCR)
(L.ESTEVA & E.ROSENBLUETH )

Fig. 8.11 Maximum Acceleration for Return Period at the Punatsangchhu

Damsite estimated by L.Esteva & Rosenblueth’s Equation



KINGDOM OF BHUTAN

5090

300
200

100

50

30
20

10

RETURN FPERIOD ( YERR )

L) T T T

1.1 [ 14 50 100 200 500 1800
-
= 2.0
L ]
- L]
L]
™ Mﬂ’#w
4#—
1.0 e
LT
L L]
e ,-"’.
- // /
L o
’I
/ §
- 0.0 <
/
- -1.0
3 5 10 20 30 40 50 &0 rg 80 20 P Ps 97 98 po f9.5 Pe.8 ¢, P

PRCBABILITY ( % 1}

4: L0& A=2.308+0.411M-1.637L0BGIR+30)

C T.KRTAYAMA )

Fig. 8.12 Maximum Acceleration for Return Period at the Punatsangchhu

Damsite estimated by Katayama’s Equation



KINGDOM OF BHUTHEN

RETURN PERIOD ( YERR )
1.1 5 10 50 100 200 500 1000
500 —

00 [ ,/
200 /

100 2.0 -

.
E0 B
: .

i ' L]
20 Lo

e -

5 / R
3R -
- &
ao

1 & 1D 20 30 40 50 40 70 80 0 9596 97 P8 P 99.5 $9.8  99.9
PROGBABILITY ( % 3}

5: LOG(A/640)=(0+40)(-7.6+].724M-0.1036M==23/100

( S.0KAMBTG )
Fig. 8.13 Maximum Acceleration for Return Period at the Punatsangchhu

Damsite estimated by S$.0kamoto’s Equation






BEOEE PR RI I .cooooveevreeoeeeeeee s sttt st sttt r et et et 91
9.1  BETEBHFEHTEID L B o et et e et 9-1
911 BHVATEATAL TG EILOPEFS e 9-1

912 TFF R FaKABEIE o 9.t

943  EEFFBAFERE D L E 2 oot 9.2

92 {UERRBEEEHEIDMERRIT oo e 9.3
92.1 BERHERM EOEARIIE ZH e 9-3

022  BATIE bt e 9-4

923 BRI s 9-5

924 NREEEBHBEOLBRRE et e 9-9
93 FREFETRTE .cocooovoeereree ettt ar e 9-11



¥om BARHE

91 MBMENMSHEOLE1—
911 MHAVATFLIAS—T5 6L UPre-FIS

19604E 2+ 5 934EIZ A3 TUNDPE L UNORADO B S WM AL L - T — 4 2EOEH T A
F h? AH— 75 (Power System Master Plan : AT [~ R &Z—7F5 ) £w3) BEESH
TWh, ZORAY—TF T4 2ESHAORBHELREL, thb0H b, K
i (Project 3.120) 3 K (FProject 3.230B% St FRICRT AR 4 MRSV T, A —
IO~ E LTPre-FSHEEBENTVS, (Fig. 9.158)

7+ F ¥ - F = Project stage 1 (760 MW Project 3.120)
7+ F ¥ »F 2 Project stage 2 (650 MW Project 3.230B)
Mangdechhu Project (265 MW Project 4.020)
Kholongchhu Project (290 MW Project 5.150B)

®eee

9.1.2 FHFyoFakARRNE

Punatsangchhuid v &= F VIARICIEA R L CF—# o PEBEE T L, 1> KicknT
Bramaphtraiil {Z ST D ER 320 kmDFENITH B, £ O _LFHEHIL, Mochhu, Phochhud®#EE
1,200 m#ftt 45 > Punakha f5E CTEBK L TW 3D, AWM~ R4 —7F 7 7 A (§
1,804 MW) | £ DRIZITH /- Pre-F/S TAZ  #Project 3.120 (760 MW) 15 K U’Project 3.230B

(650 MW) OREHBSHIFEINL TV E,

AT A% & b Punatsangehhu® PHERO K EEHE T ¥, RFHE O & AHUSITE F L T
#)Wangdue Phodrang/ & #910km, REF AL S HIC#98km FHEIZALE L. Project 3.230B0
o, BEHHIOIFOTRICNBLTEY, ThEhY AKBRIZ TREERORELEFE
IHTH3,

HE IR OB — ISR (6~9R) & ém (10~58) IZiZ>& 03 hhTn5
A3, [ O FRIMERT BT 49700~900 mm, R F2HE290 m*/s (Wangdi Rapids GS:1992-1999
) L& BHORLMEOLROEEHTH60 m/sBREDOHENS YR TE HIHFFITKEIRIZ
B ik < 5, W1 AR B A BT D PRI R & < Y NEL/20~1/30
BELRoTVS,

Table 9.135 L. UfFig. 9.2t:?unatsangchhuﬁiﬂz'ewh%‘a 2 MR OREIHBEE LR,



9.1.3 EBEMEHEOLE 1~

Project 3.12035 J. UtProject 3.230B73§1 8 & LTV 4 Punatsangchhu Ui X, H 8G90 )1| 45)
EAKEWEITC, ba ) YAHE (Project 3.120) O ¥ AKSAHT R ABOE(E & 7 -
TEY ., XA EFL, TRBOARBI LV BEEEZLBDL DD S AKBKOR
B ELE LRI R - TN D,

AFHEKEA— ML, WIOFER R 0AT) 2 2% L CRRMEZ BB L. ¥ 25 FH8 km
DULE CTRED BREAT B B K & /2 X FiPazachhuLLIEH O LIBT3 1 F %7
AT CHERAI6.4 kmDWAR b o F L THEA SRS, - T, RERSRBEFIEO THE
RERLTEY, FVBRNE, AL ISR LS, S ERXRRE CORAKEY
FIF U REBHBECHD EER5H,

—J . Project 3.230BFIAE BN M1 A CHREMRICHII S TR D . FE-CORI O
WER Y ZEE L, AR AR A FARE SN, EERIS kmOEAR | L
CH DT HAINA kmic AL 5 R EFHONA S LB, |

HoC, ARy b, THRBOMNTROKE DEF CE LIS EES IR
I UBEB LIZ3HEI L T 0 ISR OBLE D b OFE LA 77 MNEZ S Ch S L BB,
F 72 TIIFERFUE OB S B MO | &4 B R X AREO/INVEREE N
HELTHY, RUTHD EBXLRD, | - |

EoHiz, AMBELTT) ZLIC LV AMEDICHE L — 2 RES TR > TEY
TR EBEEORANIRIHAEES & LML A BEBFHOBEICL S bOChY B
ELDYTCHB EE RS, -

9-2



9.2 RNEMRHEOLEREN

Pre F/SEBRREIZ 1T DAREHE (Project 3.120) OREREMRFNL, 1992~93F{ZHMT TUNDP
BLUNORADDEEWBNDET, /N Tx—Da iy s Mol » TiThhi, RRo
Table 9.1¢%, Pre F/SEBETOMBENELTT,

—7% . FISBRECOMEILI8EIZA OF 1 WBEMMALIME, 5 6 IR HE F THAI M
HENTWS, ZhLORMMAEIC L - T, BERBONE, BMEEL L UBREIEREICL
HHIF - MK - SHIRESRSRROBENTON, BEHEILELRESETLTWS,

INLERT -2 CES&, BBLVAT U N BEELE HHEAEORMNETVWREIE
AR L7, BTFIABRLBOCHENERMERIZ OV TR~ 3,

9.21 MRHERNLOXEFNERA

BEHEZBNTHLETORKONS - MNIBFEETHY, TEERO O A F T 2K
5L RBAKHOBERETHD LEDIS, B, B7/a Yoy b e bMKE bRV
BAE < (Project 3.120 : L=#96.4 km, Project 3.230B : L=#J11.5km) ., b R AHBRELE VM
ICHIR T DD HEA v Meed L Bbhd, LT, ZOERCR/E D=2 b b
FNERRF—IC2Y . A BHEVA T Y b, ThbLELTABEDOMBENRE - TL
HERDILS,

FISRMIC L AAHED LA T Y VEENHDIEE, BEMNE THLAR D PazachhuX i 7
LY, BRBHRIE LY TRICBEIT S5 Z L 1EE 2 6%, Project 3.230BNDIREHE LA
T MCEBERIFT I AR, LHLassh, REFCEARUEL Y ERICBBYT 515
ik BB LA T U MO 28FHE, IEREFREFORRIZL Y ThEamFTH I &
b EBbhd,

-7, ERX i Pazachhu® FRE LK & <. Project 3.230BOBASK L L THER TE T
EE, FAMBERERO LFRMICMBEEL ZLTENEEDILS, (£ T, RICAFH
DREEFMLEN LRI 7 FEh, MHEORIESLOBEREELERLEBATYH,
Project 3.230BOHAE LA 7 7 P BRETLH I &L I L Ebn s, |

PUtd, AHEICHT AFSBEMIIPre FISEOHBNEL BTS2 - LaERE LR
b, H< T TRFEHOBROT-DICHHE L A 77 P LUREREOET L EE L TR %
1792 80T B, £, BRACBW TR FHEAE L3500 BELCRSICT S 8 &9 5,



9.22 EXRIN

(1) HHEER

PreF/SEIETIE. &/ Ak L UREATHIAZ RV T1/50,0000 (19644 FERL) 234 B & 17
ML A - BB RALE LR 5912 172,000 £ UN1/2,500[2 R X 41 R I RN
fThit,

—ﬁ‘*%ﬁf@w%ﬁmﬁmﬁbntﬁl&ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁu\ﬁbwmmmwaOwﬂﬁ
fEm) MRS, H721999%3 HICIHMZTHIZ L5 110,000, 200041 B 1257 1= i
LI MZETEICE S < US,00055E BN ERIC & D R Sh B D BRI O ER -
CEDE THERMORE LAIThhTETWVE, _

FT2000F3F IS AR, RET - MK THA TO11,000 (1) BERREF RS 90) o
mm@%ﬁ%#TkaD %@#@%tﬁTé?{vaJr{“%Lﬁm*nto

(2) BrkA R
2mMﬁﬁuwméntmmm®&mwT¢&Lt\mgmrmﬁﬁﬁﬁ@émgnk“
To 1885, ¥ AR TIRBFRIES O A — MRMEIZ LY EBEDE T T v v 7 B ERb
ﬁﬁ&gxab&~hﬁ@iﬁ®ﬁﬂ%%@b{%¥mw%%ﬁmczga%%aﬁ%
AER) ZHDREL EOWNCRERE SAIIR LRV L HESDTEREL, #
@ﬁiﬁ%%ﬂLtﬁEﬁmﬁiﬁﬁH%%bﬁfﬁﬁb‘%Eﬁfﬁﬁmﬁﬁbtu

() wERH
D AR
F A G ROREI /25 )1 5 B it Wangdi Rapids IR TRIA ST b N
fmwwmwﬁw8ﬁﬁ%@?—ﬁt%dwT#Aﬂﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁ%*bto

{REEH & :Bfimbn7vw$ﬂﬁhibﬁ&%ﬁﬁb %@%%&&ﬁﬁ
G4TR)HYORELEEL, ﬁ&%i%mMMOWmPLtG

2) HAKHR
A i & LRI Lﬂmm%rﬁMént@mWﬂégh FERLA RO E
(Gumbel) ##F1>, F LTS ST &S 5 ERREARQF=1470mYs & L7-,
IRE, HABEARHEABROBEL. GLOFE L UPMFIZ 4 B ARAFRE B G . PMF
WAKE, QF=13,900 m"/s%k & hF¥stit k&L L1,

(4) FEMERFE
%%ﬁﬁﬁ\HﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁbfE—ﬁ%%ﬁﬂ%@%meétb\Eﬁ%gm
& Lz, LT, B IE A HE I BE S BB TOREF BT O®EY & L7z,



P 7 B BT AILBWT, BHBEC - KAIREREL
LR CH Y | [ U H R OB Chhukha 3 &
OB|ABOEEGEER S ABEME Lz,  (Fig. 9.428)

BAFEAAR Qmax - LEY—IBEE 4RE L L, RIEREAY LE Y — 2 FFN
ICE—2{b Lo iR BICRE LT,
(Qmax=Qf X 24 hr,”4 hr)

TRELRTAM ST Plp C FROBEELIRE, AEURENCEREINDISLE C— 7 R
WERLD DAL L, RO WIRIEE L L1,

B TERUKANL  BRRKHAOROEEE RDBKM L EE L, ARBIAKERED

NWL RN EERUKALE LT,

NWL= (HWL+LWL) 2

—  THRBHE B Es : —REHNBEEISLEC—/BBNCRETIENRE L, h
AT RE AR S LT,

9.2.3 H:mﬂﬁiii

)] btﬂii&aﬁiffz
Bﬁ%i’r@‘ﬁaﬁﬁwﬁ'b@ﬁ%%(’)ﬂ?ﬁﬁﬁ TR H"é‘ﬁﬁﬁ&?k%db‘fﬁoto Fig.9.5
L_ﬁ?}j’ np%mﬁ-o

) EEFR - LA 79 OB

o BEAEHOF AABARES UL, WIBECRE > bOTH Y | fIEBH L
EAMICRET 2 LENBALEZ DN,

o MEM BV, VWb BREATARRORESFROBE L. HANRFRIH
MENBZ Eind, BARICH, REHARBARICESYT2HAECETLTLE
o THROLHLEABRBAHAOHIGEEIMET L, kWIDMEMBIZ 4V, FEEFRORE
FHED KB & e B, |

o foC, BHAEA L LTSN BOREIE L T 52O, WERLFL 2
RESFRORMITELEZOND,

o BREHECBYT D AHAUT, HF, HEOIZEZLETHD, 57 M KA
FTDLENENLEZ SN Enh, KERMBR CEIAEEEL, 74 VY
U5 BABPET, BN S LBOLBRNET o7,



o —Jj. BEFTIZOWVTIL, PazachhuDFEED S RN IE AR THALE ThH ¥ . 8+ 1
PERDDEEE FNIED S AR EHERL B U FREIT L LCRE
HILENBELEELLND,

o BT, AHME TIHWABER (K64km) PELS, ABRTERORTHRIC 5555
ANEOEBDID I Enh, REFIELY ERAICBRE L. ABTES 4 %L~
BEDRMBLETHBLEI LIS,

2) REHBEOBE _

o REHERICBT DRAEAKRIL, BA LR SN2 NEC— 7 B % 4 1500 &
L. fRILFE &2 HERBMICE— 2L LB E BICRE L, L LARE. BE
HEORFERN LOBANE, BAEAAREEE LIZBA0ORNST S,

o —H, VAT E— /BRI LELRER A D ERABRTE D, BERO X AT &
LTREL, DL ER UITAERIE, D, FENLHIOmU LOX AF L L
Ltﬁor%iﬁﬁmowfﬂ.%mmmm%ﬂmbwmﬁuib+ﬁ%%%%5:
EBRTELLEDNE AL ABEBSTBILIZE~TX HILEEL /LI BE
AT n,

() FRBRECLIBFHLE
ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁmﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬂmﬂ\ﬁﬁ-&m%(&mmcmwmmmBCme)u
LOfFOZ e, $bb, s REFERLBESNDA L FESMRIZ ST
TTF v v Fa KN EBHES BB EICBEIND Th S 5 MM KB N RET %
BB L EZ, ZORME b o TERL B2 L, KDOEER & OHE CREM & T {H-
HFEEE RN,

REKNE LT, HRAZ— U EBRANOL AL v FRAREZ, KNBEDOT
RYx7 MTA7 (SUE) OELERR (O L, ThESEORNEHETIRBAND
BBLERR B) L2bRELEMBBEL B-C) rEANLEEL L

£, AHBEIZLASBEEHOR YK SRDZ B, SRR EROIEEY
M(wwﬁﬁﬁ\wnwmmﬂﬁeomﬁgkbfmwtcmﬁmtbmﬁﬁkﬁ%ﬁﬁ
DB ITH Table. 9.21757 7,

N F&E& © |
7#%???:Kﬁ%%ﬁ@®ﬁ%k$&#(@#i.ﬁﬁ&ﬂ\ﬁﬁﬁivﬁﬁﬁ
FROGEHE L, BREICESRRLBULIHZ L L LE,

[+]



ERR (C) =BMEHNR -+ &7+ BEESR - SRR R XERY
WA AR + &H = ERERR X B AR

EAEARE = (1) "7 ( (1+) 1) =0.10

n: it 506

i BEIE 10%

IR (ERBRICHNTHEE) 2%
ERBR=0.10+0.02=0.12 (12%)

HoT, £ (C) =12%<XHERK

2) &% (B)

FHEOBELE B) HABXNREFOEER RIFRISHTHEF, MMER.
BEHRR) LAER BRERE JCEGHSR) OG5 L L. Table. 9217 kWl
&, kWhilifE & L CHH L,

FERHRICHVOIHDBLUCEARIIUTIORTRAFTRD, F4«FADLN. FHE
HBEER L,

BEHHh D RIERFAEH A HFHE03 %, B&F03 %, MEF2.0%E LT
EE ARIO%NEELSIWWLbDE LT,
FoHiH= (1-0.003) X (1-0.003) X (1-0.02) X (1-0.03) X
(RAEREAH S

HHBENE . EHERMBLEEHRDLHNES %, FHE3%, HIIER2.0 %,
BER AR EELS W bLO L L,
BB HRE= (1-0.003) X (1-0.003) x (1-0.02) X (1-0.02) X
EHEMBELEEIE

fE->T, KADER (B) BROL I ZREIND,

B=H%H XkWiliiE + HHENE (—K) X—RkWhillfE+AEHE (TK) X
- HRKWhilifE

=HBHA X 14745 SAW+EHEHE (—K) X0017$kWh+HREHE (TK) X
0.014 $/kWh

() IFRHE .
EREDOBETERYBETI-OOHREF2E2H8T 5,

o HEFRBRTER (Investmentcost) 3, BELFER GIREEME. 77 & AEK,

Xy THmE) . AATHER, KHBBTER, EXEBTER, HERRFEILER.



TR, EBR - o DnT ) o B AR, R BB ERITF N 2 24 &
L,

o DARTHE - KNS HES LOBRERTERIT, 7 & L HCIE LSRR O
BRBLCAAZEUNEICBT 2B TSR BECEE L, (THBEE—
A20004)

o THERIL, BHITHE - LATHICH L T20%, APIKIE - B - BRI
HLTI0%E L,

o BHE oV T YU - BRI, BELE - AT LTIS %, A
FRBRRS « MR - AEREWICH L TI0%E L,

o MEHERHBBEOTHERE LT, MR, BERIHTOBELEBTD L L 40,
N - ABRORBE &, 2THEE L,

o B, LOLEREIABREBRMNOLOOLOTHY | BERICHT 5 THEL
(128 IEMHELSUTIERORN; 1T, BRGIEETEINS,

4 EBEHEFHE _
ﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁ%msﬁﬁmaﬁi$~ﬁmﬁbf,¢ﬁﬁw@<k%%%w%$mﬁﬁ
FNOME FREERE) ICESEMRSN - AEMEHFRE A LT, L3 — 2 B
btofaﬁﬁgﬁﬁTé%mfbéo%biﬂﬁm?ﬁtﬁfﬁﬁ%ﬁmﬂbr\Bﬁm
DIHEEIT T2,

) HEZE
O & AatiEiE : Qdam=QGS X 5,796 km?/'5,640 km?(1992~19994F + F Hi )
@ JA1)1 4Rl & : Qm=6.0 m/s (GFIE)
©@ LECE—IEEM . Tp=4hr
@ FXRERAR : Qmax
® Hh= : He = EMERUKAL—MKAr—iB 5k 8
=NWL—TWL—h]
= (HWL+LWL) /2--TWL—hl
® ‘Xt . Pmax =98XQmaxXHeX TG
=9.8XQmax X He X 89 %



2) BHEFH

O EEERKRE (—KREHE)
@ FEBHEAKE (CHKEHER)

@ ¥ huEKE

@ W7
® EHE (—KEHER)

® BEHE (CKREHE)
@ {RIERTEH A

9.24 REBEMRHEOLERRN

() REHHE L4707 o8B

. Qpf=(Qdam—6) 24,/ Tp (_L:FEQmax)
: Qps™ ((Qdam—6) X24--QpfXTp) ./

(24—Tp) (LBRQmax}

: Qo= ({Qdam—6) X24—Qpf X Tp—Qps X

(24—-Tp)) .24

: P=9.8XQpf (or Qps) XHe X n TG

i Bf=PXTf=P X 4hr (Tf="Tp)

: Bs=PXTs=PX (24—4) hr

: Pfp (MEEY— 7RI RBAETDIHHDIS% R

FILA)

BEHE, LA 7 U POLBRINIITOIHBERBERIIOVTIE, 19.23 HBHHEE)

KESOTREROERZ (T, FRIZHBBRNY —A0—%%Tho, 7. Fig.96

Y —ADLAT U FRETRT,

BCOr—Axt LUCRBH RIS LABR (Tailtype) & L, & A8ILE - # 55, &
BE— /B0 (dhr) BEELURBAREMGE Lz, —F, RERLEIRHEGCELS ST
#H 3 (%%F)ﬂﬁﬁ > up stréém, middle stream, down stréam) . Bl EREFRO A RCR
L CRAERAREZ200~375m’s (54 —R) 2ELIETHBRIMEIT-7,

HERET—2 %

HWL (Elm)

Qmax (m’/s) FELE

Case 1~5 1,161

375t Down stream
348

S .
250

200

Case 6~10 1,161

375 Middle stream

348

300

250

200

Case 11~15 1,161

375 Up stream

348

300

250

200




SLBRAR A B Table 9.385 & OFFig. 971274, S GIC Liud, HBHRH A7~ 2T o
TR OWNT, BMRFEMORVREE (B—C:936~71.94X10°. B/C - 1.13~1.64,
H%%UﬁﬁL%NUSMUkMﬂKROTW5ok&ﬁﬁﬁ%%itbé&T%K%?
LBYCho,

o REPTALBEIZ VWL, RBATL THICERE L7 — X (Case | ~5 : downstream P/S)
B BEEDPRARTHS, LEBS>T, BELAT Y bE LCREES BARIC
FRLIELATO v BETHI LT 5,

* BRRERARIZOWTIEB-C, BICAHL, BAERAAREKE < L FBREHOE
THAZREIZ R ST S, LHLANDL, U— 7 SRR L BA SISV T b B
AR D Z L BRMRE LTHY . Qmax=348 m¥s (Case2) L ¥ KENWI—2R
B R A NS OB Z 1 20— 7 REGERF P RAE S B RIERFEH A MET L,
kWIRE & L COERIERT S,

(2) HEY—2BEOKRS

LREBREIL, £TOY — 2B CUEE— 7 BRIE 4B & UE L i o7, =
ST, BMERE LTBREN YR (Case) &L 842 (Case 1~3) DREETR
AL THBEE -7 MBS O~0hr) | REEROMEIC L 5EERO RN
#1To7, (Fig.9.831) 7

:nm&nﬁ\ﬂ&%KEe&ﬁﬁﬁméhﬁ,%Kﬁk%¥ﬁ~¢ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂmﬁé
DREBHEAKENRE 25T Lmb, kWIEESHK LREMAR 25, Ui LAKRS.
BERX Chhukha 3 BHF OB A M OBE AU~ SIR L 72 T D - E 0D . FRHENREC
BE L BB Y — 7 B 4 BRI RS RMETH D & Bbhb,



9.3 RARRME

LEREEBRMEREMNS. BoEREIE (Case 2 : Qmax=348 m¥/s, Pmax-=884 MW) ZiBIR
L7z, THRICREHETLETT,

THFroFakhRRHERE

FA B L OHED

KA AR 424 x 10°m’

P 7K T 0.53 km?

o (EENLORE) 140 m

N 924,000 m?

MARR P RLES 6,860 m x 2

b2 RV 7.40 m

MTHER B &, &) 20mx38mx114m
SEIERE T '

BAFERAKR 348 m*/s

Bk = 2013 m

BAHh 884 MW (147 MW x 6)

EREEENHE 4,395 GWh




Table 9.1

Power System Master Plan (Pre F/s)

Project3. 120

Project3.23013

Catchment area

6199

[ Annual mean inflow aveGQdam m'/s 253.8 2721
HWL m 1110 823
LWL m 1093 811
Available drawdown depth  hd m 17 12
Gross storage capacity Vg 10°m? 455 4,90
Effective storage capcity _ Ve 10°m? 2.80 3.00
R e e

Concrete Gravity

Concrete Gravity

Type

Qrest length . Berest m 160 200

PDam_height from thalweg hdam m 40 42

Dam height from foundation Hdam m 58 54
m 84000 147000

__Ram volume Vd
:'a

Type of gate

Radial gate

Radial gate

Number of gate

3{high level) . 1({low level)

2(high level) 4(low level)

__Size of gate

BooxHgs Bi2xHi26

BlOSxHi4 K B10{ xHS8

Horizontal

Horizontal

3

3

Undergrotind

Underground

Dtype/pressure

Dtvpe/pressyre

1

1

B11.5xH16.2 %6400

Bi1.5xH162 % 11500

Chamber type

Underground

Underground

5

]

Dtvpe/pressure Dtvpe/pressure

|___Number of tunnel 1 1
Tvpe Horizontal Horizental
L-Number of outlet __ _ ] 1
NWL m 1110 823
TWL m 830 863
Gross head Hg m 280 260

| Effective head He m 270 252
_Peaking time Tp hr 4 4
| Maximum discharge Qmax m/s 324 325
| nstalled capacity Pmax Mw 7160 690
Turbine tvpe Francis Frangis

| Firm output Pf(continuyous) Mw 125 135
Firm energy Ef GWH 113259 1120
Secondary energy Es GWH 2180 2100
[otal energy Etotal GWH 3305 3220
|__Construction period year 1 9
| _Project gostlingluding tranemission) 10¢% 506,3 573.8
- . Usc/kwh 217 2.65




Table. 9.2 Alternative Thermal Power Plant for Comparison Study

ftem Unit Coal Fired Gas Turbine
ihstalled Capacity MW 900 100
Annual Usage hr 4900 (pf=56,0%) 2000 (pf=22.8%)
Capital Cost $/kW 900 380
Service Life Year 25 15
Construction Period Year 5 2
Capital Recovery Factor 0.9102 0.1315
Coal Consumption kWh 0.54 -
Coal Cost $/t 225 -
Fuel Gonsumption MJ/kWh - 11
Fuel Cost $/GJ - 6.4
Discount Rate % 10 10
Annual Cost Fixed Cost Variable Cost| Fixed Cost Variable Cost
Capital Recovery 10°$ 89.26 (*1) 0 5,00 (*5) 0
O&M+ Administration Cost 10°$ 3240 (*2) 8.10 (#3) 0.91 (%6) 0.23 (*7)
Fuel Cost 10°s 0 53.58 (+4) 0 14.08 (*8)
Total 10°$ 121.66 61.68 591 14.31
Annual Cost at Receiving End
kW Cost $/kW 14745 (»9)
Firm kWh Cost $/kWh 0.017 (x10)
Secondary kWh Cost $/kWh 0.014 (*11)
Adjustment Factor for kW & kWh :
Thermal Power Plant Hydro Power Plant
Coal Gas
KW  kWh kW  kWh kW kWh
Transmission Loss Rate % 00 Q0 00 00 30 20
Station Service Rate % 80 90 50 50 03 0.3
Forced Outage Rate % 30 - 100 - 03 03
Scheduled Outage Rate % 80 - 80 - 20 20

kW adjustment factor (for Coal) = (1-0.03)x(1-0.003)x(1-0.003)x(1-0.02)/((1 -0.08)x(1-0.03)x(1-0.08))
=1.151

kW adjustment factor (for Gas) = (1-0.03)x(1-0.003)x(1-0.00

=1.201 -
kWh adjustment factor (for Coal) = (1-0.02)x(1-0.003)x(1-0.003)x(1-0.02)/ (1-0.09)
=1.049
kWh adjustment factor (for Gas) = (1-0.02)x(1-0.003)x(1-0.003)x(1—0.02)/(1~0.05)
=1.005

(1)
(2 :
(*3) :
(*4) :
(*5)
(*6) ;
1) :
(*8) :
(%9)

: 900000x900x0.1102 = 89.26x10°
900000x900x0.05x0.8 = 32.40x10°
900000x900x0.05x0.2 = 8.10x10°
900000x4900x0.54x22.5/1000 = 53.58x10°
100000x380x0.1315 = 5.00x10°
100000x380x0.03x0.8 = 0.91x10°
100000x380x0.03x0.2 = 0.23x10°
100000x2000x11x6.4/1000 = 14.08x10° '

: (121.66x10°+5.91x10°)/(900000,/1.151+100000/1.201) = 14745 $/kW (2000 base)

3)x(.1 —0.02)/((1-0.05)x(1-0.1)x(1-0.08))

(*10) : (61.68x10°+14.31x10%)/(900000x4900/ 1.049+100000x2000/1.005) = 0.017 $/kWh (2000 base)

(*11) : (61.68x10°%)/(900000x4900/1.049) = 0.014 /KW {2000 bas)




Table.9.3 Comparison Table for Alternative Development Plan

item Unit Casel Case2 Casal Cased Cased Caseb Case? Case8 Cased Casell Casel 1 Casel2 Case!3 Caseld Caselb
Reservoir
HWL ELm 1,161 1,16t 1,161 1,161 1,181 1,161 1,161 1.161 1,161 1,161 1,161 1,161 1,161 1,181 1,161
LWL ELm 1,147 1,147 1,151 1,153 1,153 1.147 1,147 1,151 1,163 1,153 1,147 1,147 1,151 1,153 1,153
Available drawdown depth hd m 14 14 10 8 8 14 14 i0 8 8 14 14 10 8 8
Sedimentation level SWL ElLm 1,142 1,142 1,142 1,142 1.142 1,142 1,142 1,142 1,142 1,142 1,142 1,142 1,142 1,142 1,142
Gross storage capacity Vg 10°m* 12.59 12.59 12.59 12.59 12.59 12.58 12.58 12.59 12.59 12.59 12.59 12.59 12.58 12.58 12.59
Effective storage capcity Ve 10%m® 4.24 4.24 3.46 291 2.91 4.24 4.24 3.46 291 2.91 424 4.24 3.46 291 291
Dam
Type - C.G CG C.G C.G CG C.G C.G C.G C.G C.G C.G C.G C.G C.G C.G
Crest length  Berest m 260 260 260 260 260 260 260 260 260 260 260 260 260 280 260
Dam height from thalweg hdam m 14 74 74 74 74 14 74 74 74 74 74 74 74 74 74
Dam height from foundation Hdam m 140 140 140 140 140 140 140 140 140 140 140 140 140 140 140
Dam volume Vdam 10°m* 924 924 924 924 924 924 924 8924 924 924 824 924 924 924 924
Headrace
Type - circular circular circuler circular circular circular circular circular circular circular circular circular circular circular circular
Inner diameter D{v=4m/s) m 7.7 7.4 6.9 58,69 5.6 7.7 7.4 6.2, 76 6.3 46,65 69,85 §7,8.2 6.9 6.3 46,65
Tunnel length L m 2x8840 2x6860 2x6300 2x6950 2x7110 2x6100 2x6120 2x8160 2x6190 2x6410 2x3870 2x3860 2x3920 2x3960 2x4150
Penstock({main part)
Type - shaft shaft shaft shaft shaft shaft shaft shaft shaft shaft shaft shaft shaft shaft shaft
inner diameter D{v=Tm/s) m 5.8 5.6 5.2 42,52 4.2 5.8 5.6 46,57 4.7 34,439 52,63 5.0, 6.1 52 4.7 34,49
Penstock length L m 2x451 2x453 Z2x45H8 2x455 2x452 2x389 2x391 2x389 2x385 2x398 2x350 2x350 2x359 2x363 2x3686
Power house
Position - downstream | downstream | downstream | downstream | downstream middie middle middle middle middle upstream upstream upstream upstream upstream
Number of unit unit 8 ] 6 5 4 ] 6 5 4 3 5 5 4 4 3
Tailrace(main part)
Type - circular circular ciroular circular circular circular circular circular circular circular circular circular circular circular circular
Inner diameter D{v=4m/s) m 7.7 1.4 6.9 56,69 56 7.7 74 6.2.746 8.3 46,65 69,85 6.7, 82 6.9 6.3 46,65
Tunnel length L m 2x 381 2x381 2x381 2x361 2x342 2x224 2x224 2x204 2x 184 2x182 2x717 2x717 2x698 2x698 2x695
Development plan .
NWL ELm 1,154 1.154 1,156 1,157 1.157 1,154 1,154 1,156 1,157 1,157 1.154 1.154 1,156 1,157 1,157
TWL ELm 845 845 845 845 845 890 880 890 -~ 880 880 835 935 935 935 935
Gross head Hg m 309 309 311 312 312 264 264 266 267 267 219 219 221 222 222
Effective head He m 291.8 2813 2926 2924 280.3 248.7 248.3 2496 249.5 2476 207.7 2074 208.0 2093 208.0
Loss of head hi m 17.2 17.7 18.4 19.6 21.7 15.3 15.7 18.4 115 19.4 11.3 11.6 12.0 12.7 14.0
Peaking time Tp hr 4.0 4.0 4.0 40 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 40 4.0 4.0 4.0 40 4.0 4.0
Maximum discharge Qmax m’/s 375 348 300 250 200 375 348 300 250 200 375 348 300 250 200
Installed capacity Pmax MW 954 884 766 638 506 813 754 653 544 432 679 630 947 456 363
Firm peak output Pf MW 887 871 766 638 506 756 743 §53 544 432 831 620 547 458 363
Firm energy Ef Gwh 1,383 1,288 1,118 931 739 1,178 1,098 954 794 631 984 917 758 666 530
Secondary energy Es Gwh 3,201 3,107 2951 2,731 2,441 2728 2,648 2,517 2,330 2,082 2,278 2,212 2,108 1,855 1,749
Total energy Etotal Gwh 4584 4,385 4,069 3,662 3.180 3,807 3,748 3.471 3,124 2713 3.262 3,129 2,906 2,621 2,279
Economic evaluation
Project cost {price in 2000 year} 10% 874 332 858 777 705 897 864 795 726 6859 804 179 723 666 610
Unit construction cost per kw ( *1) $/kw 1.021 1,054 1,120 1.219 1.393 1,103 1.146 1,218 1,334 1.525 1,184 1,236 1,322 1.461 1,680
Nu/kw 40,843 42171 44,802 48,741 55,706 44,114 45822 48,724 53,350 81,007 47375 49453 52,867 58,425 67,208
Unit construction cost per kwh {(¥2) $/kwh 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 003 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
Nu/kwh 1.07 1.07 1.08 1.07 1.1 1.15 1.16 1.15 1.17 1.22 1.24 1.25 1.25 128 1.35
B1{kw valug) 10%$ 123.58 121.35 106.72 88,89 70.50 106.33 103.52 90.98 75.79 50.19 87.91 86.38 76.21 63.53 50.58
B2{kwh value) 1058 85.23 6243 27.58 51.61 44.62 55.59 53.21 49.12 44.03 38.07 46.41 44.45 41.12 36.94 31.98
B/C - 1.62 1.64 1.60 1.51 1.36 1.50 1.51 1.47 1.38 1.24 £.39 1.40 1.35 1.26 1.13
B-C 10% 71.92 71.94 61.35 47.21 - 30.56 53.33 53.08 44.65 32.75 19.18 37.83 37.36 30.58 20.54 9.36

*1: Unit construction cost per kw = Project cost/Pmax
*2: Unit construction cost per kwh = Project cost®Annual cost ratio / (Effective annual average energy)

= Project cost * 12% / (Annual average energy #(1-0.02)%{1-0.003)%(1-0.003(1-0,02))
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