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Abstract

In 1991, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) issued the
Technical Advisory 5140.23 that required all bridge owners to evaluate
existing bridges for potential failure due to scour. Scour is the engineering
term used to describe the natural process that results in the removal of
sediment from around a bridge’s structure, such as abutment walls and
piers, and from the bottom and sides of the stream bed due to the flow of
water. This project is an assessment of a U.S. Army bridge that crosses a
waterway to determine the degree of scour vulnerability and scour depth.
The purpose of this study is to develop analytical calculations using
acquired data to determine scour depth based on a rapid scour assessment
of an existing bridge at Milan Army Ammunition Plant at Milan, TN. The
scour assessment was conducted by using the Rapid Estimation Method
for Limited Site Data developed by the U.S. Geological Survey. This
method allows an estimate of the scour depth to be made in a time-
effective manner by using data that can be easily collected or estimated
during a brief bridge site visit. This report provides an explanation of the
method used to obtain scour-depth estimates and an analytical assessment
for vulnerabilities and risk of failure due to scour caused by floods in the
magnitude of a 100-year event with limited available data.

DISCLAIMER: The contents of this report are not to be used for advertising, publication, or promotional purposes.
Citation of trade names does not constitute an official endorsement or approval of the use of such commercial products.
All product names and trademarks cited are the property of their respective owners. The findings of this report are not to
be construed as an official Department of the Army position unless so designated by other authorized documents.

DESTROY THIS REPORT WHEN NO LONGER NEEDED. DO NOT RETURN IT TO THE ORIGINATOR.
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vi

Unit Conversion Factors

Multiply By To Obtain

cubic feet 0.02831685 cubic meters
degrees (angle) 0.01745329 radians
degrees Fahrenheit (F-32)/1.8 degrees Celsius
feet 0.3048 meters

inches 0.0254 meters

miles (US statute) 1,609.347 meters

square feet 0.09290304 square meters
square miles 2.589998 E+06 | square meters
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1 Introduction

In the United States, 80% of all bridges were built over waterways that are
constantly adjusting their natural geomorphology (Lagasse et al. 2012).
These bridges are subjected to extreme changes in width, depth, and
sediment transport if built over active streams. Those changes can cause
severe erosion problems affecting the structural integrity of the bridge’s
foundation, including structural failures. A significant number of these
failures can occur even on a well-designed structure that has the capacity
to withstand the design traffic loads.

Several researchers have suggested that stream flood conditions are one of
the leading causes of bridge failures (Murillo 1987; Lagasse et al. 2007;
Johnson and Whittington 2011). Intense floods can cause the stream to
overflow the bridge, increasing the water velocity and producing severe
hydraulic forces that can affect the bridge’s foundation. The interaction of
these forces with the streambed material can result in the removal of large
amounts of streambed sediment that acts as part of the foundation soil
strength that supports the structure. In the engineering profession, this
process is known as bridge scour and has become a noteworthy concern in
the United States, since any bridge over a waterway is susceptible to
experiencing critical floods capable of scouring the bed material.

The total scour at a highway structure consists of three primary
components: local scour, long-term streambed elevation changes, and
contraction scour. The local scour occurs when the upstream flow is
obstructed by a bridge’s structure, such as abutment walls and pier
columns. The obstruction generates forces that can remove the bed
material surrounding these structures. Contraction scour refers to the
reduction in the elevation of the channel bed across the bridge opening
when the cross-sectional area of the flow is contracted. The long-term
scour component occurs when the stream channel elevation over time is
degraded (reduced) or aggraded (increased) due to natural causes or
consequences of human alterations or activities.

Since most of the existing bridges in the United States have suffered
diverse failures, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) issued
Technical Advisory T5140.23, which requires that every bridge in the
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nation be evaluated and analyzed not only for structural capacity but also
for the structure-stream interaction (FHWA 1991). In this technical
advisory, FHWA provides guidance for bridge scour and stream stability
analyses and allows federal and state agencies to develop their own scour-
evaluation programs to address those conditions with respect to
hydrology, geomorphology, and bridge design practices.

Bridge scour evaluation consists of the engineering assessment of the
scour vulnerability of existing bridges and the selection and design of
countermeasures to make scour-vulnerable bridges safe (Richardson
1996). The U.S. Army Bridge Scour Management Program was developed
in accordance with National Bridge Inspection Standards (NBISs) and
FHWA guidance (Suazo et al. 2013). This program is comprised of two
main phases: a qualitative assessment and a quantitative analysis. In a
Level I qualitative assessment, bridges are visually inspected in order to
identify potential scour. The bridge scour depth is determined in the Level
IT quantitative assessment that requires the application of the hydrologic
processes, hydraulic studies, and sediment transport of the stream. There
are many useful methods to determine the magnitude of the bridge scour
depth, but most of these methods involve knowledge of information and
data that are difficult to obtain or not available for the specific bridge site.
Therefore, the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) developed a method that
could estimate scour depth based on limited site data. The method is
better known as the Rapid-Estimation Method for Assessing Scour at
Highway Bridges Based on Limited Site Data (Holnbeck and Parrett 1997).

The U.S. Army Engineer Research and Development Center (ERDC)
Bridge Inspection Team is responsible for performing scour evaluations
for U.S. Army installation bridges. As part of this assessment, the ERDC
team determines the quantitative scour depths for structures in the
inventory with evidence of past scour. However, the hydrologic, river
hydraulics, and geomorphology data are not available for many of the
bridges. As a consequence, the purpose of this study is to develop
analytical calculations using acquired data to determine scour depth based
on a rapid scour assessment for an existing bridge that crosses Wolf Creek
at Milan Army Ammunition Plant at Milan, TN. The purpose of the
evaluation is to predict scour depths due to floods in the magnitude of a
100-year event with limited available data. This report provides an
explanation of the method used to obtain scour-depth estimates and an
analytical assessment for vulnerabilities and risk of failure due to scour.
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2 Study Site

The scour assessment was conducted at facility number 00Bo6 at Milan
Army Ammunition Plant (MAAP) at Milan, TN. Bridge 00Bo6 (Figure 1)
over the Wolf Creek was identified in a Level I evaluation with scour
problems since it is over a scourable stream. The bridge location is shown
in Figure 1. The approximately 76-ft-long bridge is composed of three 25-
ft-long concrete slabs and is 28 ft wide, as shown in Figure 2. Detailed
sketches of the bridge are provided in Appendix A.

Figure 1. Aerial view of bridge 00BO6 at Milan, TN.
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Figure 2. Elevation view of Bridge 00B0O6 at Milan, TN.
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3.1

Rapid Estimation Method

The quantitative evaluation was conducted by using the rapid estimation
method developed by the USGS in 1997. A detailed explanation of this
method with the assumptions, capabilities, and limitations is provided by
Holnbeck and Parrett (1997). This method allows an estimate of the scour
depth to be made in a time-efficient manner by using data that can be
easily collected or estimated during a brief bridge site visit. Even though
there are many methods for determining scour components, this method
was chosen to evaluate this bridge since many similar bridges located over
streams that do not have the required data needed to perform a detailed
Level 2 assessment are evaluated in that document. In order to use this
rapid estimation assessment, it was necessary to determine the peak
discharge for a 100-year rainfall event, the 100-year and average channel
flow velocities, flow depths, and unit discharge. Once these data are
determined, the next step is to estimate the scour components by using the
equations provided by the method.

Peak discharge

The USGS manages an extensive network of flow gauges located at many
streams across the nation. However, bridge 00B0o6 does not have a gauge
installed and is considered an ungauged site. Consequently, the historical
flow data necessary to perform a flood-frequency analysis is unavailable.
The flood discharge for the stream that passes under the bridge was
estimated by using regional flood-frequency equations developed by the
USGS for estimating the peak discharge at ungauged sites in Tennessee.

Weaver and Gamble (1993) documented the development of the required
discharge equations. The equations were developed by using peak
discharge data from 304 gauging stations and depend on the drainage
area. Since the rapid estimation method is developed for the peak
discharge corresponding to a 100-year recurrence, the equation that
applies to the bridge site is

QlOO = 905DA0'595 (1)
where
Q100 = magnitude of the flood, in ft3/s
DA = drainage area of the bridge, in mi2
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3.2

Hydraulic variables

The hydraulics factors are the principal items responsible for the erosion
around the structure’s components. The equations developed in the rapid
estimation method depend on several hydraulic parameters, such as the
flow velocity and flow depths. The main parameter required for
determining the necessary hydraulic factors is the channel flow. Once this
variable has been determined, the other parameters needed to estimate
the scour components are calculated.

The average main channel flow velocity is obtained by dividing the peak
discharge by the total flow area at the bridge. Nevertheless, for the rapid
estimation method, the USGS developed a best-fit regression equation to
calculate the flow velocity at the bridge. This equation establishes a
comparative relationship between the discharge and the width of the
bridge and is a function of the unit discharge.

V = 2.07q%322 (2)

where

average main channel velocity, in ft/s
unit discharge, in ft3/s/ft

q

The unit discharge is obtained with the following equation.

a=q (3)
where

q = unit discharge, in ft3/s/ft

Q = magnitude of the flood, in ft3/s

W,= estimated top of flow at the downstream face of the bridge
opening, in ft

This equation brings a more accurate velocity result appropriate to the
situation, since it considers the bridge properties.

Once the unit discharge and the velocity are calculated, the flow depths are
estimated by using the equation developed in the method. These variables
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are important since the discharge effect depends on the flow depths. The
following figure shows how to calculate these variables.

Figure 3. Typical water-surface profile during a 100-year rainfall event illustrating the
average main channel flow depth at the approach section (Y1) and at the contraction
section (Y2) and the difference in water-surface elevation (Ah).

— Approach Sectlon i Bridge Section i Contraction Section —

Ah=0,025V* 0,102

_ e .

Y, =Y+ Ah

B o S T e

3.3 Scour assessments

In order to determine the contraction scour depth, it is necessary to
determine whether the flow has the capacity to transport sediments (i.e.,
to establish the scour conditions). The scour scenario can be either live-
bed scour or clear-water scour. These conditions depend on the velocity at
the approach section and the critical velocity of flow. When the bed
material has a size less than 0.075 mm, the likely scour scenario is live
bed, since this material is likely to be transported. If the sediment
diameter has a significant size and the velocity is relatively small or the
channel has obstructions like vegetation or debris that prevent material
transport, the scour conditions that could exist are clear water.

The scour conditions are determined by comparing the mean approach
velocity with the critical velocity of flow. If the velocity at the approach is
greater than the critical velocity, the scour conditions are live bed.
Otherwise, the conditions are clear water since the flow velocity is
insufficient for transport of streambed material.
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The mean approach velocity is obtained by dividing the peak discharge by
the flow area. The area is defined by the depth at the approach section
multiplied by the width of flow.

Va= o 4)

where

mean approach velocity, in ft/s

magnitude of the flood, in ft3/s

W, = estimated width of the main channel at the approach section,
in ft

Y, = average main channel flow depth at the approach section, in ft

Va
Q

The critical velocity of flow is obtained by using an equation developed by

Neill (1968).
V, = 11.52(Y, /6)D"/3 (5)
where
V., = critical velocity of flow, in ft/s
D = median diameter of the streambed material, in ft

Y; = average main channel flow depth at the approach section, in ft

The USGS developed different equations in the rapid estimation method
for estimating the contraction scour that depend on the scour scenario.
The contraction scour is determined based on an envelope curve where the
contraction scour is plotted against a contraction scour variable. The
developed equations are for determining the contraction scour variable.
Once this variable is calculated, the scour depth is determined from the
envelope curve.

The scour conditions in the bridge site at MAAP are live bed; therefore, the
corresponding equation for the contraction scour variable is

=[0G ) [G) (= + )] ©)
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where

X = contraction scour variable, in ft

Y, = average main channel flow depth at the approach section, in ft

Y, = average depth of flow on the left overbank area at the approach
section, in ft

Yz = average depth of flow on the right overbank area at the
approach section, in ft

W, = estimated width of the main channel at the approach section,
in ft

W, = estimated top width of flow at the downstream face of the
bridge opening, in ft

W, = estimated width of flow at the left overbank area at the
approach section, in ft

Wg= estimated width of flow at the right overbank area at the
approach section, in ft

n, = Manning roughness coefficient for the main channel at the
approach section

n,= Manning roughness coefficient for the left overbank area at the
approach section

ng= Manning roughness coefficient for the right overbank area at
the approach section

Figure 4 illustrates some of the above parameters.

Figure 4. General sketch of the upstream approach section for determining the widths and

depths.
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The scour depth at the pier columns was determined as the contraction
scour since it requires determining a scour variable to be able to obtain the
scour depth. This depth is affected by factors such as the velocity, depth of
flow, and bridge structural dimensions like length and width. Another
factor affecting the scour depth that is essential for the calculation is the
flow angle of attack on the piers. The scour-depth magnitude will depend
on the flow direction just upstream of a bridge. For this angle of attack, a
correction factor that is proportional to the scour depth exists. Since the
pier shapes are square for Bridge 00B06, this correction factor is 1 because
the ratio between the pier length and pier width is also 1. The variable
needed to estimate the scour depth is obtained from an envelope curve
that depends on the pier width. Once this variable is determined, the pier
scour depth is estimated with the following equation.

Yps = eK,FO1° (7)

where

Yps = pier scour depth, in ft
F = Froude Number
K, = correction factor for the angle of attack
€ = pier scour function, in ft

Determining the abutment scour requires knowledge of parameters that
have to be determined at the bridge site. These parameters include the
width and depth of flow at the abutments and overbanks. The scour depth
needs to be evaluated for both abutments since the streambed can have
different behaviors at each side. The abutment scour variable is obtained
from the envelope curve; then the abutment scour depth is calculated as

WKy

Vas = 22 ®)
where
Y,s = abutment scour depth, in ft

¥ = abutment scour function, in ft
K; = correction factor for abutment shape
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4 Scour Estimation for Bridge 00B06

The absence of the required data to perform a detailed Level II evaluation
was the main reason to select another method to predict the scour depths.
Therefore, the USGS Rapid-Estimation Method for Assessing Scour at
Highway Bridges Bases on Limited Site Data (Holnbeck and Parrett
1997) was used for the scour estimates. The rainfall and runoff data for the
bridge site were not available; therefore, the peak discharge for a 100-year
recurrence was estimated by using regional flood-frequency equations
developed by the USGS for ungauged watersheds in Tennessee. The
discharge was determined for a 100-year-flood, as this flood event is used
as the standard design threshold for all bridge construction. The stream
passing through the bridge has a catchment area of about 17.89 square
miles. Hence, the 100-year-flood flow is approximately 5,035 cfs.

It is expected that, in an event of a 100-year recurrence, there will be a
significant removal of sediments from the bottom of the river and its
surroundings since the average velocity is greater than the critical velocity.
Consequently, the flow has the capacity to transport sediments from the
scour holes and from the upstream section. This is mainly due to the
smaller diameters of the soil particles (mostly clay), which imply that it
has a greater probability of eroding easily.

In order to use the equations for determining contraction, pier and
abutment scour were required for determining different hydraulic
characteristics that are responsible for the elevation changes that the
streambed has undergone. A summary of the estimated scour depths is in
Table 1. The contraction scour depth depends on factors such as the
conditions and scour scenario at the stream. The conditions vary with the
rate of flow from the upstream to the downstream. After analyzing and
determining the local variables and values, the magnitude of the average
velocity relative to the critical velocity for the initiation of motion indicates
that the scour conditions are live bed at the bridge site.
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Table 1. Scour depth estimates for Bridge 00B0O6 at MAAP, Milan, TN.

. Abutment Scour (ft)
Flood . Pier
Recurrence ) Contraction
Interval Flow Scour (ft) Scour
(cfs) (ft) Left Right
100-year 5,035 9.50 6.38 6.00 6.00

The geometric properties of the bridge that have a great impact in the
contraction scour depth are the approach, contraction, and overbank area
widths. The analyzed stream has a greater flow width in the approach area
than in the area where the bridge is located. As the flow space is being
reduced, the velocity becomes greater to accommodate the amount of
water, increasing flow. This increases the stream’s potential to transport
and remove more sediments and decreases the streambed elevation. The
flow depths in the overbank also have a possible negative impact on the
scour conditions. The obtained flow depth in the approach section is about
19 ft, making it possible that the flow has a significant height in the
overbanks since both depths are proportional.

The equation developed in the method of rapid estimation to determine
the pier scour is a function of the pier-scour function, the mean channel
velocity, and the flow depth upstream from the pier. The width of the pier
influences the results since it is used principally to determine the pier
function. The developed equation is dependent on the Froude number and
the coefficient of correction for the angle of attack. The pier’s geometry is a
square, and the flow reaches the bridge at a right angle, so the K, factor is
1. Besides, the method establishes that, for all square or circular piers, the
length-to-width ratio is to be estimated at 1.

The average velocity obtained was approximately 8 ft/s, and the obtained
depth was 16 ft. With these parameters, the average pier scour depth is
6.38 ft. The geometry of the piers and the stream conditions equally affect
the piers on the left and right sides; hence, the result establishes that each
pier has equivalent, basically interchangeable, conditions. This depth for
pier scour represents the change in elevation that the sediments around
the structure could have or the depth of the scour holes as a consequence
of a 100-year rainfall event. However, it can be presumed that the
conditions are live bed due to soil composition and the magnitude and
depth of the flow.
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The depth of scour at the abutments is affected by the flow depth at the
approach section. The method assumes that the depth of the flow at each
of the abutments is equal to the depth in the overbanks, but due to the
geometry of the bridge and the characteristics of the overbanks, it could
not be assumed this way. The depth in the approach was used for the
depth of the flow at the abutments, and, based on that depth, it was
estimated how high the flow would reach from the surface to the
abutment.

The scour depths estimated at the bridge were compared to the historical
bed elevation changes in the site. The calculated total scour depth at each
bent for the 100-year flood is the sum of the contraction scour depth and
the pier scour depth and for the abutments is the sum of the contraction
scour depth and the abutments scour depth. Hence, the total scour depths
for the piers and the abutments are 15.88 ft and 15.5 ft, respectively.
According to the results obtained, the assessed bridge has not been
affected by a 100-year rainfall event. An increase in scour in the streambed
at the bridge crossing has been observed in the historical channel profiles
in which up to 5 ft of total scour was present at each bent. The channel
profiles for the upstream and downstream sections of the bridge crossing
are shown in Figures 5 and 6, respectively.
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Figure 5. Historical channel profiles for the upstream section of the bridge.
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5 Conclusion and Recommendations

The purpose of this study was to determine scour depth corresponding to a
100-year flood event based on limited data. A rapid scour assessment was
applied on an existing bridge at Milan Army Ammunition Plant at Milan,
TN, to evaluate the scour potential and the capacity of the foundation to
withstand future flood events. The absence of the necessary information,
such as hydrologic data, detailed river hydraulics, and geomorphology
characteristics of the site, was the limiting factor for the scour-depth
computations. Hence, a rapid estimation method was used to compute the
contraction, pier, and abutment scour depths for the assessed bridge. The
scour assessment requires a reliable estimation of flow; hence, the flood
discharge for the stream was estimated by using regional flood-frequency
equations developed by the USGS. This flow was used to determine the
scour depth at the bridge site and provide a general knowledge of the
bridge’s condition. It can be assumed that the USGS rapid estimation
method provides conservative results, considering that the analysis is
designed to have that approach. Furthermore, there are no field data
available to accomplish more exact scour-depth results at the bridge site.
The scour estimates are the change in elevation that the stream bed can
have in the contraction area, or the change in elevation of the sediments
that surround the bridge structure, either the pier columns or the
abutment walls.

The USGS Rapid Estimation Method is a useful tool that allows the
approximation of each of the scour components in places where the
necessary data to utilize the more advanced methods of evaluation are not
available. This method provides equations with less complicated variables
that can be determined in the field or by using profile sections of the
bridge. Although the method allows for the determination of the scour
components, such as contraction and local scour, it is not feasible to be
utilized in streams where the change in elevation or the erosion is
occurring due to natural causes like aggradation and degradation scour.
This scour component has a completely different behavior from the other
two, and the equations developed in the method of rapid estimation do not
apply to this case.



ERDC/GSL TR-19-17 16

References

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). 1991. Evaluating scour at bridges. Technical
Advisory 5140.23.Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Transportation.

Holnbeck, S. R., and C. Parrett. 1997. Method for rapid estimation of scour at highway
bridges based on limited site data. Bozeman, MT: U.S. Geological Survey.

Johnson, P. A., and R. M. Whittington. 2011. Vulnerability-based risk assessment for
stream instability at bridges. Journal of Hydraulic Engineering 137(10):1248-
1256.

Lagasse, P. F., P. E. Clopper, L. W. Zevenbergen, and L. W. Girard. 2007.
Countermeasures to protect bridge piers from scour. NCHRP Report 593.
Washington, DC: National Cooperative Highway Research Program,
Transportation Research Board of the National Academies.

Lagasse, P. F., L. W. Zevenbergen, W. J. Spitz, and L. A. Arneson. 2012. Stream stability
at highway structures. 4th ed. FHWA-HIF-12-004 Hydraulic Engineering
Circular No. 20. Fort Collins, CO: Federal Highway Administration.

Murillo, Juan A. 1987. The scourge of scour: Civil engineering. American Society of Civil
Engineers 57(7):66-69.

Neill, C. R. 1968. Note on initial movement of coarse uniform bed material. Journal of
Hydraulic Research 17(2):247-249.

Richardson, E. V. 1996. Historical development of bridge scour evaluations. In
Proceedings of North American Water and Environment Congress &
Destructive Water, 22-28 June, Anaheim, CA, ed. Chenchayya Bathala. New
York: American Society of Civil Engineers.

Suazo, Deborah, Walter Silva, and Jorge Rivera. 2013. Methodology for scour evaluation
of U.S. Army installation bridges. ERDC TR-13-1. Vicksburg, MS: U.S. Army
Engineer Research and Development Center.

Weaver, J. D., and C. R. Gamble. 1993. Flood-frequency of streams in rural basin of
Tennessee. Investigations Report. Reston, VA: U.S. Geological Survey.



17

ERDC/GSL TR-19-17

Bridge 00B06 Detailed Sketches

Appendix A

3 em|  Liiiuvn

T R R

e

-1

L L

RETEETy I

L

R R

T =T




REPORT DOCUMENTATION PAGE o N oro0188

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 1 hour per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining
the data needed, and completing and reviewing this collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for
reducing this burden to Department of Defense, Washington Headquarters Services, Directorate for Information Operations and Reports (0704-0188), 1215 Jefferson Davis Highway, Suite 1204, Arlington, VA
22202-4302. Respondents should be aware that notwithstanding any other provision of law, no person shall be subject to any penalty for failing to comply with a collection of information if it does not display
a currently valid OMB control number. PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR FORM TO THE ABOVE ADDRESS.

1. REPORT DATE (DD-MM-YYYY) 2. REPORT TYPE 3. DATES COVERED (From - To)
April 2019 Final
4. TITLE AND SUBTITLE 5a. CONTRACT NUMBER

Scour Assessment for a Bridge with Limited Site Data: Bridge 00B06, Milan

. 5b. GRANT NUMBER
Army Ammunition Plant, Tennessee

5c. PROGRAM ELEMENT NUMBER

6. AUTHOR(S) 5d. PROJECT NUMBER
154349

Sheila M. Arias-Roman and Deborah Suazo-Davila 5o TASK NUNBER

5f. WORK UNIT NUMBER

7. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION NAME(S) AND ADDRESS(ES) 8. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION REPORT
NUMBER

Geotechnical and Structures Laboratory

U.S. Army Engineer Research and Development Center ERDC/GSL TR-19-17

3909 Halls Ferry Road

Vicksburg, MS 39180-6199

9. SPONSORING / MONITORING AGENCY NAME(S) AND ADDRESS(ES) 10. SPONSOR/MONITOR’S ACRONYM(S)

Headquarters, Installation Management Command IMCOM

2405 Gun Shed Road 11. SPONSOR/MONITOR’S REPORT

Fort Sam Houston, TX 78234-1223 NUMBER(S)

12. DISTRIBUTION / AVAILABILITY STATEMENT
Approved for public release; distribution is unlimited.

13. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES

14. ABSTRACT

In 1991, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) issued the Technical Advisory 5140.23 that required all bridge owners to
evaluate existing bridges for potential failure due to scour. Scour is the engineering term used to describe the natural process that results
in the removal of sediment from around a bridge’s structure, such as abutment walls and piers, and from the bottom and sides of the
stream bed due to the flow of water. This project is an assessment of a U.S. Army bridge that crosses a waterway to determine the
degree of scour vulnerability and scour depth. The purpose of this study is to develop analytical calculations using acquired data to
determine scour depth based on a rapid scour assessment of an existing bridge at Milan Army Ammunition Plant at Milan, TN. The
scour assessment was conducted by using the Rapid Estimation Method for Limited Site Data developed by the U.S. Geological Survey.
This method allows an estimate of the scour depth to be made in a time-effective manner by using data that can be easily collected or
estimated during a brief bridge site visit. This report provides an explanation of the method used to obtain scour-depth estimates and an
analytical assessment for vulnerabilities and risk of failure due to scour caused by floods in the magnitude of a 100-year event with
limited available data.

15. SUBJECT TERMS Rapid Scour Estimation Method Bridges
Bridge collapses Scour (hydraulic engineering) Military bases
Bridge Scour Sediment transport Scour at bridges
16. SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF: 17. LIMITATION | 18. NUMBER | 19a. NAME OF RESPONSIBLE
OF ABSTRACT OF PAGES PERSON
a. REPORT b. ABSTRACT c. THIS PAGE 19b. TELEPHONE NUMBER (include
. . . 26 area code)
Unclassified Unclassified Unclassified

Standard Form 298 (Rev. 8-98)
Prescribed by ANSI Std. 239.18




	Abstract
	Contents
	Figures and Tables
	Preface
	Unit Conversion Factors
	1 Introduction
	2 Study Site
	3 Rapid Estimation Method
	3.1 Peak discharge
	3.2 Hydraulic variables
	3.3 Scour assessments

	4 Scour Estimation for Bridge 00B06
	5 Conclusion and Recommendations
	References
	Appendix A: Bridge 00B06 Detailed Sketches
	REPORT DOCUMENTATION PAGE


<<

  /ASCII85EncodePages false

  /AllowTransparency false

  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true

  /AutoRotatePages /None

  /Binding /Left

  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)

  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)

  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error

  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4

  /CompressObjects /Tags

  /CompressPages true

  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true

  /PassThroughJPEGImages true

  /CreateJobTicket false

  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default

  /DetectBlends true

  /DetectCurves 0.0000

  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK

  /DoThumbnails false

  /EmbedAllFonts true

  /EmbedOpenType false

  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true

  /EmbedJobOptions true

  /DSCReportingLevel 0

  /EmitDSCWarnings false

  /EndPage -1

  /ImageMemory 1048576

  /LockDistillerParams false

  /MaxSubsetPct 100

  /Optimize true

  /OPM 1

  /ParseDSCComments true

  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true

  /PreserveCopyPage true

  /PreserveDICMYKValues true

  /PreserveEPSInfo true

  /PreserveFlatness true

  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false

  /PreserveOPIComments true

  /PreserveOverprintSettings true

  /StartPage 1

  /SubsetFonts true

  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply

  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve

  /UsePrologue false

  /ColorSettingsFile ()

  /AlwaysEmbed [ true

  ]

  /NeverEmbed [ true

  ]

  /AntiAliasColorImages false

  /CropColorImages true

  /ColorImageMinResolution 300

  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleColorImages true

  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /ColorImageResolution 300

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeColorImages true

  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterColorImages true

  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /ColorACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /ColorImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasGrayImages false

  /CropGrayImages true

  /GrayImageMinResolution 300

  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleGrayImages true

  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /GrayImageResolution 300

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeGrayImages true

  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterGrayImages true

  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /GrayACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /GrayImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasMonoImages false

  /CropMonoImages true

  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200

  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleMonoImages true

  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /MonoImageResolution 1200

  /MonoImageDepth -1

  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeMonoImages true

  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode

  /MonoImageDict <<

    /K -1

  >>

  /AllowPSXObjects false

  /CheckCompliance [

    /None

  ]

  /PDFX1aCheck false

  /PDFX3Check false

  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false

  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true

  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true

  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()

  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()

  /PDFXOutputCondition ()

  /PDFXRegistryName ()

  /PDFXTrapped /False



  /CreateJDFFile false

  /Description <<



    /BGR <>

    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>

    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>

    /CZE <>

    /DAN <>

    /DEU <>

    /ESP <>

    /ETI <>

    /FRA <>

    /GRE <>



    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)

    /HUN <>

    /ITA <>

    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>

    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>

    /LTH <>

    /LVI <>

    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)

    /NOR <>

    /POL <>

    /PTB <>

    /RUM <>

    /RUS <>

    /SKY <>

    /SLV <>

    /SUO <>

    /SVE <>

    /TUR <>

    /UKR <>

    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)

  >>

  /Namespace [

    (Adobe)

    (Common)

    (1.0)

  ]

  /OtherNamespaces [

    <<

      /AsReaderSpreads false

      /CropImagesToFrames true

      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue

      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false

      /IncludeGuidesGrids false

      /IncludeNonPrinting false

      /IncludeSlug false

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (InDesign)

        (4.0)

      ]

      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false

      /OmitPlacedEPS false

      /OmitPlacedPDF false

      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy

    >>

    <<

      /AddBleedMarks false

      /AddColorBars false

      /AddCropMarks false

      /AddPageInfo false

      /AddRegMarks false

      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK

      /DestinationProfileName ()

      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /Downsample16BitImages true

      /FlattenerPreset <<

        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution

      >>

      /FormElements false

      /GenerateStructure false

      /IncludeBookmarks false

      /IncludeHyperlinks false

      /IncludeInteractive false

      /IncludeLayers false

      /IncludeProfiles false

      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (CreativeSuite)

        (2.0)

      ]

      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /PreserveEditing true

      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged

      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile

      /UseDocumentBleed false

    >>

  ]

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [2400 2400]

  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]

>> setpagedevice





