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Abstract: In recent years, significant flood events have occurred in various parts of the world. The most
important reasons for these events are global warming and consequent imbalances in climate and
rainfall regimes. Many studies are performed to prevent the loss of life and property caused by
floods. Many methods have been developed to predict future floods and possible affected areas.
Developing computer and numerical calculation methods gives opportunities to make simulations of
flood hazards. One of the affected areas, which is also one of the world’s first residential districts at
Hatay in Turkey, is the Amik Plain. In this study, the floods on the Amik Plain in Hatay province
are analyzed. Hatay airport was also affected during floods since 2012 and serious material damage
occurred. For this purpose, Google Earth Pro software was used to obtain maps of the basin where
the airport is located and the rivers it contains. Afterwards, Hydrologic Engineering Center’s River
Analysis System module (HEC-RAS) was used for the hydraulic and hydrological definitions of the
river basin. The results of numerical models are presented as simulated maps.

Keywords: flood; hazard; Amik plain; HEC-RAS; risk assessment

1. Introduction

Flooding is a condition that causes water and soil environments to be disturbed in areas that are
not normally submerged owing to increased flow and rising level in a stream. This situation may harm
humans and animals and damage land and property near the river. In Turkey, 695 floods occurred
from 1975 through 2010, causing great economic losses second only to earthquakes. A total of 634
people lost their lives in these floods, 810,000 hectares of land were left under water, and the total loss
was 3.717 billion dollars. During this period, the distribution of flood losses by sectors was found to
be 45% agricultural areas, 32% settlements and infrastructure, 7% portable goods and vehicles, 1%
transportation, and 15% in other areas [1,2]. These stats show that flood is an extremely serious and
important issue. In addition to saving many lives, the works to be done to predict floods and protect
them from danger will contribute a lot to the national economy. The main purpose of this study is to
investigate how vulnerable the Amik plain is against flood disasters using geographic information
systems and HEC-RAS.

Flood precautions and recreation studies are performed by state hydraulic works (DSI) in Turkey.
State hydraulic works (DSI) is an institution responsible for the planning, management, development,
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and operation of all water resources in the country. It is the responsibility of this institution to establish
the flow rate values of the floods formed and the establishment of flow monitoring stations on the
streams for the purpose of labor and to prepare reports of floods.

Monitoring of floods occurring in the Amik plain started with four current observation stations
established in 1956. These stations are located on Asi, Afrin, Karasu, and Biiyiik Asi in Antakya after
the combination of these three branches. The first flood, after receiving current observations, occurred
in 1956. In this first flood, the flow rate of Afrin was 464.0 m3/s, Karasu was 123.0 m3/s, and Asi was
274.0 m3/s. In the second flood event, which was occurred in March of 1969, the flow rate of Afrin
channel was 710.0 m?/s, Karasu was 268.0 m3/s, and Asi was 167.0 m®/s. In the flood, 15,780.0 ha area
was submerged. In April 1975, Asi River was at full capacity with 180.0 m?/s and the extra flow rate
was discharged to Amik Plain as 50.0 m®/s. Approximately 1500.0 ha of cultivated land was submerged.
Similar floods occurred in 1976, 1980, 1987, and 1998 and affected many agricultural lands. In Antakya
flood, which occurred on 8-9May 2001, in the center of Antakya and Amik Plain, a total of 569.0 kg of
precipitation fell in 48 h, with 137.0 kg in the first 24 h and 432.0 kg in the second 24 h. Considering
that Hatay’s average rainfall for many years is 856.0 kg, the ratio of precipitation falling in 48 h to
annual precipitation is 67%. This flood caused loss of life and property and the region was declared
as a disaster area. In the floods that occurred in the Amik Plain in 2002 and 2003, large agricultural
lands were flooded, and caused material damages. In this study, the flood that occurred in the Amik
Plain between 27 January and 14 March 2012 is investigated. In the mentioned flood, an area of 13,000
hectares was affected and a total of 8465 ha of agricultural land, roads, bridges, settlements, and Hatay
Airport was exposed to flood waters [3]. The floods listed above are repeated frequently and reach
dangerous levels for the region. For this reason, it is extremely important to determine the size of the
floods that may occur and the areas they affect.

After the floods that occurred, DSI obtained the flow values from the flow monitoring stations
on the rivers and made them into reports. For the examination of these reports, their discharge
capacities were increased by enlarging the cross-sections of the streams for the protection from
floods. Embankments have been made for the purpose of flood protection along the rivers. However,
these precautions did not provide a definitive solution. Estimating the size of the floods that may occur
and the areas they affect will make important contributions to the work to be done. However, this is a
very difficult problem owing to the number of unpredictable parameters.

Numerous methods have been developed recently to make calculations or estimations about
the definition of flood areas. Zeletiakov4 et al. worked on a risk-based approach to flood modelling
of Slatvinec stream [4]. Serencam studied the negative effects of possible floods in a specific part of
Trabzon, Turkey [5]. Kowalczuk et al. used HEC-RAS software to simulate river flow [6]. Abd-Elhamid
et al. researched flood prediction and mitigation for coastal tourism areas as a case study in Hurghada,
Egypt [7]. Romali used a GIS-based approach for flood plain mapping in Segamat Town, Malaysia [8].
Ben Khalfallah et al. also used GIS tools and HEC-RAS software together to prepare a spatiotemporal
flood plain map as a case study of the Majerda River, Tunisia [9]. In another GIS-based research project,
Curebal et al. generated a model for flash floods in Kegidere, Turkey [10]. Oana-Elena et al. evaluated
flood event susceptibility analyses on cultural heritage in Sucetiva, Romania [11], and Romanescu et al.
prepared a case study of flood vulnerability assessment for Marginea village in Romania [12].

Natural disasters are defined as inevitable, irrepressible, irresistible events, but when anticipated,
the amount of damage that may be generated can be reduced when suitable measures are taken.
With this in mind, depending on the accuracy of the data used in the study, pre-modeling and
simulating floods, demonstrating acceptable results modulated with structural or non-structural
prevention measures, will minimize the losses [13-16]. Data such as discharge, land cross section,
Manning coefficient, and topography scale are used for flood modeling in the present study. Various
computer programs can be used for this purpose. One of them is the HEC-RAS program, which can be
modeled for one-dimensional steady or unsteady flow.
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Study Area

The Amik Plain in Hatay Province lies in south-east Turkey with the Kirikhan district to the north,
the Reyhanl: district to the south, the Syrian border to the east, and the Kirikhan—-Antakya road to
the west.

The Plain also includes a small piece of land on the left bank of the Asi River, on the
Antakya-Reyhanl road, extending to the south. The width of the Plain is approximately 36 km,
the length is 40 km, and the elevation is between 80 m and 250 m [1]. The Amik Plain’s name comes
from the natural Amik Lake, which is shown in Figure 1. As the flood area and lake level in the old
lake were very variable, in 1940, it was designated for drying and flood protection and Amik Lake
reclamation works. The Amik Lake Drying Technical and Economic Feasibility Report—Amik Lake
Project was prepared in 1966 by IECO (International Engineering Company). The Karasu River, Afrin
River, and Muratpasa flood canals were discharged through the lake bed to enable the canals to connect
with the Small Asi River, and the lake was dried in 1972. The flow observation station located on the
Asi River and its side arms recorded flooding between January and March 2012. Data relating to this
flood were complemented with records from the 1930 Asi River Esrefiye, 1907 Asi River Demirkoprti,
1906 Afrin River Misriiflii, 1905Karasu River Torun Képriistii, 1926 Kiigiikasi River Hasanli Bridge,
and 1908 Asi River Antakya flow observation stations. The map showing these observations and
measuring stations is presented in Figure 2 [3].
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Figure 1. Plain location and the lake area before it was dried [1].
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Figure 2. Schematic representation of Asiand Kiigiikasi Rivers, drainage canals, and current observation
stations [1,3].

The Amik Plain in the Mediterranean region of Hatay Province is a plain where floods have
been experienced in various years. According to the data obtained from the Provincial Directorate
of Agriculture, between 27 January and 14 March 2012, rainfall and sudden snow melting caused
flooding over a 13,000 ha area on the Amik Plain. A total of 8465 ha of agricultural land, roads, bridges,
settlements, and Hatay Airport runway and apron were exposed to flood waters. According to the
reports of the Provincial Directorate of Agriculture, the flood damage observed in agricultural lands
cost 17,453,161 TL. The Asi River, Karasu stream, Afrin creek, Muratpasa channel, and Comba channel
were involved in the floods [3,17]. The flood hydrograph measured at the current observation stations
during this flooding is given in Figure 3.
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Figure 3. Observed flood hydrograph [1,3].

According to this, the highest hydrograph values are observed in the Afrin and Karasu channels.
The Amik Plain flood lake elevation hydrograph during this flooding is given in Figure 4.
Accordingly, the highest level was measured as 81.13 m on 21 February 2012.
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Figure 4. Amik Plain lake elevation hydrograph during flooding [1,3].

Figure 5 shows the photographs taken of the floods on 2 February 2012. The size and effects of the
flooding are clearly visible in the photographs. The apron project elevation and runway elevation of
the airport remained below the highest measured lake level.
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Apron Project Elevation : 80,25 m
Water Elevation : 80,60 m (04.02.2012)

Figure 5. Flood photos of flood in 2012 [1,3]. (a) General view of Amik Plain; (b) Hatay airport during
the flood 2012; (c) Specific view of Hatay airport during the flood 2012.

The Amik Plain is flooded almost every year as a result of rainfall. Similarly, as a result of heavy
rainfall in February 2019, the water level increased and caused the Amik Plain to be flooded. Figure 6
shows the situation of the Plain in 2019.

Figure 6. General view of Amik Plain after rainfall in 2019.
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2. Model and Application

In this study, the HEC-RAS program was used to model flooding. HEC-RAS was developed in
1994 by USACE (United States Army Corps of Engineers). It uses the addition of a graphical user
interface (GUI), which differs from the HEC-2 model in the 1970s, for modeling the water profile.
The GUI is Windows-based, allowing the user to enter data, correct the entries, and display and get the
output of the analysis in an easy format [18-21]. The flowchart showing the adopted methodology of
the program is shown below (Figure 7).
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Figure 7. Flow chart showing the methodology adopted.

The HEC-RAS package program can perform four different river analyses in one dimension.
These include the following;:

Calculation of regular current water surface profiles;
Varied flow modeling;
Moving solid boundary sediment transport modeling;

L .

Water quality analysis studies [21].

For these four approaches, geometric data can be defined in the program and geometric and
hydraulic calculations can be made. Regular uniform flow represents the current state in which the
flow characteristics do not change depending on the location and time. The main characteristic of
the slow changing flow is the slight changes in water depth and speed from one section to another.
The HEC-RAS program can solve current problems with subcritical, supercritical, and both.

One-dimensional energy equation is used by HEC-RAS to calculate water surface profiles. With this
equation, the following variables are used, the friction coefficient in the Manning equation for energy
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losses, the kinetic energy correction coefficient for the change in velocity height owing to shrinkage
and expansion changes, and the momentum equation where the water surface changes suddenly.
In transitions from the river regime to the flood regime (hydraulic jump), the changes in the flow
properties caused by the bridges and the analysis of the flow properties formed in the cross-sections of
the rivers are also solved using these equations.

2.1. Basic Equations for Profile Calculation

Water surface profiles are calculated from one section to another by the method named as the
standard step method based on the repeated solution of the energy equation. The energy equation can
be written as follows and given Figure 8:

ap Vo2
Zp+ Yo+ 272

=z1+ Y1+

a1 V2
h 1
2¢ + he (@)

where z1, zp, main channel bottom height (m); Y7, Y», sectional flow depth (m); V1, V,, mean velocity
(m/s); a1, ap,velocity coefficients; g, gravitational acceleration (m/sz); and he, energy loss height (m).
The energy loss between two sections (he) consists of friction loss and contraction or expansion loss.
Energy head loss is defined by the following expression:

aVo? g Vy?

@

where L, channel length; Sf, friction slope between two sections; and C, expansion or contraction
loss coefficient.

y T
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UT; ~~~~~~~~ Energy Grade Line h
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Figure 8. Representation of quantities in energy equations [21].

L channel length is calculated as follows:
_ Llohélob + Lch@ch + Lrob@mb
Qiop + Qe + Qrob

where Loy, Lo, Lyop, flow way length, left flood plain, main channel, and right flood plain;
Qiobs Qchr Qrop, mean discharge between sections, left flood channel, main channel, and right

L

®)

flood channel.
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2.2. Transmission Calculation of Section Subdivisions

In order to determine the total flow rate and velocity coefficient in a cross section, the cross section of
the channel must be subdivided where the distributions are uniform. HEC-RAS considers the roughness
(n) changes on main channel and flood channel to subdivide the cross sections as shown in Figure 9.
The transmission capacity for each sub-region is calculated with the Manning formula given below.

Q=Ks;* @

1 2
K= —ARS ©)

where K, transmission capacity for each sub-region; #, Manning roughness coefficient for each subregion;
A, bottom sectional area; and R, bottom section hydraulic radius.

m Nz MNen N

AP

»

Az P2 Acn Pen AiPs3

Koo = K1 + K2

Kﬂh
Figure 9. Definitions of subsections of HEC-RAS [21].

The program collects the transmission capacities of subfields on the right and left coasts to calculate
the total transmission capacity and the transmission capacities of the main channel, which are usually
taken as a single part.

2.3. Head Loss Calculation

In HEC-RAS, friction loss is calculated with the help of the friction gradient Sy and the length L,
given by Equation (3). The friction slope (slope of the energy line) in each section is calculated from the
Manning equation as follows.

_ (2 )2
Sf - ( K (6)
2.4. Determination of Contraction and Expansion Loss

Contraction and expansion losses in HEC-RAS are calculated with the help of the following
equation:
®V?  aVy?

2g - 2g
where C is the contraction or expansion coefficient.

The software accepts that, if the speed load at the downstream is greater than that at the
upstream, the expansion occurs when the speed load at the upstream is greater than at the downstream.
Sample values for the C coefficient are given in Table 1 below.

The program tries to determine the water surface profile using the above equations with repeated
solutions and limits the maximum number of iterations to 20 to balance the water surface. While the
program uses the energy equation for regular currents, it uses the momentum equation in varied

hce =C (7)
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flow. In many flow situations, there is a transition from supercritical to subcritical or to subcritical to
supercritical. This situation occurs in sections, bridge structures, fall structures and sluices, and flow
joints, which are important changes in channel slope. The momentum equation is derived from
Newton’s second law of motion as follows and given Figure 10:

Z Fy = ma )

where F,, force; m, mass; and a, acceleration.

Table 1. Subcritical current contraction and expansion coefficients.

Transition Type Contraction  Expansion
No Transition Loss 0 0
Smooth Transition 0.1 0.3

Bridge Transition 0.3 0.5
Sudden Transition 0.6 0.8
2 D

Figure 10. Quantities in the momentum method [21].

If we apply Newton’s second law of motion to the flow segment between Sections 1 and 2,
the momentum change in unit time can be written as follows:

Py — Py + Wy —F5 = QpAV; )

where P, 1 and 2 hydrostatic pressure force in cross sections; Wx, the x component of the weight force;
Fy, friction loss between Sections 1 and 2; Q, discharge; p, specific mass of water; and AVx, the change
in velocity between points 1 and 2 in the x direction.

After performing the necessary intermediate operations, the shape of the momentum equation
used by the software can be obtained.

Q1281
g4

Q2%B2

+AY, 10
245 1 (10)

+AY; +

LSO -

AL+ A Al +Ax\ —
i )

An important term used to determine the regime of the flow, that is, subcritical and supercritical
flow in varied flows using the momentum equation, is the Froude number and is expressed as follows.

Fr= (11)

Vs

where V, flow velocity; g, gravity acceleration; and #, flow depth. If Fr = 1, it is defined as critical
current, Fr < 1, it is defined as subcritical current, i.e., river regime, and if Fr > 1, it is defined as
supercritical current, namely flood regime.
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2.5. Manning Coefficient for Main Channel

If the main channel roughness does not change, the section is not subdivided and the calculation
is made by considering a single n value. If the main channel roughness is variable, HEC-RAS checks
the compatibility of the roughness of the main channel sub-parts, and if necessary, calculates a single
equivalent roughness coefficient of the entire section.

It is important to determine the appropriate Manning coefficient for the accuracy of the calculated
water surface profiles. Manning n value is highly variable and depends on many factors; surface
roughness, plant properties, channel irregularity, channel horizontal slope, meandering, scouring
and accumulation, obstacles, channel shape and size, flow, seasonal changes, temperature, hangers,
and swabs.

In the case in which there is water surface information of a cross section, the Manning value (n)
can be calibrated. If there is no such information, similar current conditions or value obtained by
experimental studies can be used for the n value. There are many sources for determining the value of
Manning n for different channel properties. The broadest information for the value of “n” in streams
and flood channels is given in Chow’s Open Channel Hydraulics (1959) [22]. The information from this
book is given in Table 2. The model can be calibrated with the n values of streams that are presented in
the book and presented with pictures.

Table 2. Values for different types of channels [22].

Type of Channel and Description Minimum  Normal Maximum

Natural streams-minor streams (top width at floodstage < 100 ft)
1. Main Channels

a. clean, straight, full stage, no rifts or deep pools 0.025 0.030 0.033

b. same as above, but more stones and weeds 0.030 0.035 0.040

c. Clean, winding, some pools and shoals 0.033 0.040 0.045

d. same as above, but some weeds and stones 0.035 0.045 0.050

e. same as above, lower stages, more ineffective slopes and sections 0.040 0.048 0.055
f. same as "d" with more stones 0.045 0.050 0.060

g. sluggish reaches, weedy, deep pools 0.050 0.070 0.080

h. very weedy reaches, deep pools, or noodways with heavy stand

of timber and underbrush 0.075 0.100 0.150
2. Mountain streams, no vegetation in channel, banks usually
steep, trees and brush along banks submerged at high stages
a. bottom: gravels, cobbles, and lew boulders 0.030 0.040 0.050
b. bottom: cobbles with large boulders 0.040 0.050 0.070
3. Floodplains

a. Pasture, no brush
1. short grass 0.025 0.030 0.035
2. high grass 0.030 0.035 0.050

b. Cultivated areas
1. no crop 0.020 0.030 0.040
2. mature row crops 0.025 0.035 0.045
3. mature field crops 0.030 0.040 0.050

c. Brush
1. scattered brush, heavy weeds 0.035 0.050 0.070
2. light brush and trees, [n winter 0.035 0.050 0.060
3. light brush and trees, in summer 0.040 0.060 0.080
4. medium to dense brush, in winter 0.045 0.070 0.110
5. medium to dense brush, in summer 0.070 0.100 0.160
d. Trees

1. dense willows, summer, straight 0.110 0.150 0.200
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2.6. HEC-RAS Software Buttons
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When the program is first opened, the function of the buttons in the window is shown in Figure 11.
For more information, the user’s guide can be read.

Unsteady Flow Data:
Edit and/or enter
unsteady flow data

Unsteady Flow Analysis:
Perform an unsteady flow
simulation
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Hydraulic Properties:
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Stage and Flow Hydrographs:
Plot stage and flow hydrographs

Steady Flow Analysis:
Perform a steady flow
simulation

Figure 11. HEC-RAS main button bar [21].
2.7. Creating Geometric Data

In this study, the geometric model of the flooding, the maps of the Amik Plain, and the
channels and rivers seen in Figure 12 were digitized as accurately as possible using the Google Earth
software [23].Parts of the Kiigtikasi River (1050 m); Karasu River (8050 m); and the Comba, Muratpasa,
and Afrin channels (5100 m, 6550 m, and 6600 m, respectively) are modeled and a cross-section of every
50 m is formed. The drawing of the river network was created with the sections in the window that
came in by clicking the Geometric Data icon in the main menu of HEC-RAS, shown in Figures 11 and 13.
The HEC-RAS model of channels and cross-sections is presented in Figure 13.

The lowest elevation levels in the numerical model were measured on the Kiigtikasi River +81 m,
Karasu River +79 m, Afrin channel +79 m, and the Muratpasa and Comba channels +78 m. Afrin and
Karasu are formed from two parts, considering the intersection points where the flow network was
created. The sections of the flow paths were formed by entering data into the program similar to the
cross-section values specified by the DSI in the flood report. Figure 14 shows these sections. There is a
slope of 0.1% in the formed current networks. On the basis of the authors’ field observations, water
organization reports, and Google Earth software, the authors saw that channels exist generally from
natural soil, and that is why the Manning coefficient used for the study is considered as 0.042 for both
sides of the channels and 0.032 for the bottom of channels. The Manning coefficient is selected in
accordance with the regional conditions according to the information in Table 2.
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Figure 14. Sections created in the HEC-RAS program: (a) Kiigtikasi river; (b) Karasu riverl; (c) Karasu
River 2; (d) Comba channel; (e) Muratpasa channel; (f) Afrin channell; and (g) Afrin channel 2.

2.8. Hydraulic Analysis

The steady flow icon is selected from the main bar and the window in Figure 15 appeared.
After the geometric model was generated, the values measured at the flow observation stations during
the flooding were entered into the program, as shown in Figure 15. These values were taken from the
DSI flood report. On the basis of the available data, the model was run for steady flow conditions and
the results were examined in accordance with this situation.



Water 2020, 12, 2070 15 of 28

3= Steady Flow Data - taskin - o X
File Options Help

Description : |

Enter/Edt Number of Profies (32000max): B Reach Boundary Conditions .. |

River: [afrint | Add itle... |
Reach: [asag | Riversta.f1250.00 | AddAFiowChange Locaton |

Edit Steady fow data for the profles (m3/s)

Figure 15. Processing of flood flows into the HEC-RAS program.

3. Results

The results of the flow network were analyzed separately for each branch, and the following
benefits were obtained. As seen in Figure 16a,b, for the flow of Q = 216 m?3/s, the first (50 m) and
the last (2750 m) sections of the second part of the Karasu river were flooded about 2.5 m above the
upper elevation of the channel. Figure 16c,d show perspective views of the flow from two sides for all
sections. Figure 17a—c graphically show the change in the Froude number, speed, and water depth
change along all sections for the second part of the Karasu river. When the graphs are examined, it is
seen in Figure 17a that the Froude number indicates that the flow is sub-critical across all sections,
that is, for the standard river regime, and there is a slow rise from upstream to downstream. Figure 17b
indicates a slow increase in the flow rate as well as in the Froude number plot. Figure 17c shows that
the water depth decreases slowly as the flow rate increases from upstream to downstream. Because the
simulation operates in steady flow conditions, the HEC-RAS program keeps the discharge value
constant, and thus water depth decreases with increasing velocity values.

As seen in Figure 18, water depth is one meter above the first part of the Karasu river section (first
50 m) and is two meters above the second part (last 5250 m) of the Karasu river section. Figure 19
shows perspective views of the last four sections of the parts between 5100 and 5250 m.

Figure 20a—c show the changes in the Froude number, velocity, and water depth along all the
sections in the first part of the Karasu River. A similar situation is also observed in the second part of
Karasu River. Froude number and velocity increase slowly, but the water depth decreases.

Figure 21a,b relates to the Afrin channel analyses. It is understood from these figures that,
when the discharge is Q = 256 m3/s, the water level is approximately two meters above the channel
banks for the first part of the Afrin channel (first 50 m), and it is approximately three meters above the
banks for the last 1250 m. Figure 22 shows a perspective view of the flow for all sections.
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Figure 19. Perspective view for sections 5100-5250 m for discharge Q = 216 m3/s in the Karasu River
first part.

Changes in Froude number, velocity, and water depth are shown for the first part of the Afrin
channel and graphs relating to them are presented in Figure 23. When the graphs are examined, it is
seen that the Froude number increases rapidly, from a value of about 0.3 upstream and approaching 1.0
(critical value) further downstream. Similarly, the velocity value rises to 4.5 m/s from 2 m/s. This change
causes an increase in water depth of about 2 m.



Water 2020, 12, 2070

0.r5

18 of 28

] N Ty YN A
E 015 —— s : BRREE—— o
3
Z 0
.s 005
& o
E?ﬁ??Wﬂﬁ?Ei%i%i%%%EEﬁ%i%i%%%E.EE.EEH%%?EHHEHH
s Main Channel Distance {m)
@ e
z
3
=
E
=
-
g
ZRF23223R2 AR RN AR R AR RIRIRIRNARRR Ré
e A R A R R R e L L E R E R R R R
Main Channel Distance {m)
Figure 20. (a) When the discharge is Q = 216 m3/s, the Froude number changes across all sections for
the first part of Karasu River; (b) velocity change graph; (c) water depth change graph.
o} 042+ 032 4.0424 0424 032 ———$.0424
T " legend] ' 05 Legend
= 3 SR, EG PF1
Ses WS PF1 WS PF1
g Cro.und Gro.und
2" channel bank Bank Sta Bank Sta
W7s station channel bank
station
’ . »
6.5} ¥ 30
0 10 20 30 40 r\ o 10 20 40

Station (m)

b)

Station (m)

o
Afrin 1
Figure 21. (a) Cross-section of the first 50 m of the Afrin Channel and (b) cross-section of the last 1250m
of the Afrin Channel, both at discharge Q = 256 m3/s.




Water 2020, 12, 2070 19 of 28

Legend

[ -]
WS PF1
—
Ground
-
Bank Sta

flood water surface

channel bank station

Figure 22. Afrin channel part one: perspective view for all sections.

i
L .
X1}
[
LX)
: e a

ﬁ".f.gpﬁasp.g?,#&#c?#&#c?ﬁsﬁ‘#9#&#&#&?'

Maln Channel Distance {(m)

Foude Number
25

]

Velocity{m)s)
= W
=R R R L T

b
I3
éﬁF}f$?$?¢9¢P¢PdPePdP¢P¢PcP¢P¢94PePiﬁaﬁaf-ﬁ:# @:iff’
-~ Maln Channel Distance [im)
12
10 | -
———
&
£ c
- 4
o |
e T T &*ﬁ*#*#ﬁ#>¢>$>§;gv
- Maln Channel Distance (m)

Figure 23. (a) Froude number change graph across all sections for the Afrin channel first part when Q
=256 m3/s; (b) velocity change graph; (c) water depth graph.

Figure 24 shows that, at discharge Q = 256 m%/s in the Afrin channel second part, flooding occurs
three meters above the channel section top height in the first 100 m and five meters above the channel
section top height in the last 5300 m. Figure 25 shows perspective views of the last five sections between
5100 and 5300 m.
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Figure 25. Perspective view for sections 5100-5300 m at discharge Q = 256 m3/s in the Afrin channel
second part.

Figure 26a—c shows a slow increase in the Froude number when the graphs are examined along
all the sections in the second part of the Afrin channel. Likewise, the velocity value increases from
1.5 m/s to 2 m/s. This increase causes a change in water depth of about 1.5 m.

In Figure 27a,b, at discharge Q = 128 m?/s, flooding occurs about three meters above the channel
top level for the Muratpasa channel first 50 m sections, and it is about four meters above the top level
of the channel for the Muratpasa channel last sections (6550 m). Figure 28 shows perspective views of
the last four sections between 6400 and 6550 m.

Figure 29a—c shows the changes in Froude number, velocity, and water depth along all sections in
the Muratpasa channel. When the graphs are examined, it is seen that the Froude number and the flow

rate increase slowly as in the Afrin channel. This change causes an increase in water depth of about
1m.
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when Q = 256 m%/s; (b) velocity change graph; (c) water depth change graph.
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Figure 27. (a) The first (50 m) cross-section in the Muratpasa channel; (b) the last (6550 m) crosssection
in the Muratpasa channel, both at flow rate Q = 128 m3/s.
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Figure 29. (a) Froude number change graph across all sections at discharge Q = 128 m%/s in Muratpasa

channel; (b) velocity change graph; (c) water depth change graph.

Figure 30a,b shows that, at discharge Q = 128 m%/s, flooding occurs two meters above the Comba
channel top level for the first 50 m section, and ten meters above the channel top level for the 5100 m
section. Figure 31 shows perspective views of the last five sections between 4900 and 5100 m.

Figure 32a—c shows graphically the changes in Froude number, velocity, and water depth along
all sections in the Comba channel. When the graphs are analyzed, it is seen that the Froude number
increases rapidly from the upstream part with a value of 0.2 and approaches the critical value of 1.0
in the downstream part. Likewise, the velocity increases from 2 m/s and reaches 6 m/s. This rapid
increase causes a change in water depth of about 7 m.
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Figure 31. Perspective view for sections 6400-6550 m in Comba channel at discharge Q = 128 mS3/s.

In Figure 33a,b, now at the flow rate Q =472 m?3/s, it can be observed that the first (0 m) section of
the Kiictikasi River was approximately 1.5 m below the top elevation of the channel, and there was no
flood in this part. Flooding occurred about 0.3 m above the top level of the channel in the last 5100 m
section. Figure 34 shows perspective views of the last five sections between 800 m and 1000 m.

Figure 35a—c shows graphically the changes in Froude number, velocity, and water depth along all
sections in the Kiigiikasi River. While the Froude number is about 0.3 in the upstream part, it increases
rapidly and reaches the critical value 1.0 further downstream. In the same way, the velocity value rises
from 2.5 m/s to 6 m/s. This increase leads to a change in water depth of about 3 m.

When the flood water levels found by means of the HEC-RAS program are examined, it is seen
that the values are much higher than the land elevation (78 m-81 m) of the region. The digital elevation
model (DEM) map relating to Hatay region is used to mark the flood area, and it is presented in

Figure 36 [24].
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Figure 36. Marked flood area using digital elevation 3D model map of Hatay [24].

The potential danger zone is obtained with reference to the natural elevations of the plain.
According to the ESRI results, it is possible to see that a huge part of the plain including Hatay airport
and agricultural areas are at risk of flooding.

4. Conclusions

Amik plain is originally a region consisting of artificially dried natural lakes and swamps under
the control of local government. This area was considered as an agricultural area and improved.
At an advanced stage, an airport was built in part of the plain in line with demands and research.
However, in recent years, both agricultural fields and the airport have faced flooding events under
climatic effects. With this study, the flood capacity of the artificial channels and the affected area
was analyzed using HEC-RAS software (developed by U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Hydrologic
Engineering Center-HEC).
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In this case study, in order to understand the water level of Hatay’s Amik Plain during the flood,
all important flow networks were examined together, and the effect of the flood was investigated.
The results of the study are as follows.

By examining the hydraulic conditions of each channel and river branch, it is seen that the
sections of Muratpasa, Comba channels, and Afrin River should be increased. The presented hydraulic
modeling method is sufficient to ensure flood safety, but it must be done before proposing the flood
protection structure.

The highest flood value was found in the smallest channel Comba. As Hatay airport is close to
this channel, necessary measures should be taken against high flood conditions in and around the
airport. Considering this situation, it has been determined that it is appropriate to re-plan the Comba
drainage channel.

According to the data obtained from the previous studies and model results of Amik Plain and
changes in water level, it is seen that more measures should be taken during floods.

It is concluded that the capacities of measured excessive discharge values, Muratpasa, Comba
channels, and Afrin river sections are not sufficient to carry these discharge values directly to
Kiigtikasi River.

According to the evaluation of the results obtained in this study and the similar studies presented
here, the flood risk of the area is expected to increase day by day with the influence of changing
climate conditions.

Depending on the changing climatic conditions, Amik Plain’s research on the relationship between
precipitation and discharge will help engineers to design optimum channels that represent measures
against possible floods in the future.
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