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Saltwater prevention effect of air curtain in estuarine ship lock
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Abstract: To analyze the effect of mitigating salt instrusion of the air curtain of the estuarine ship lock under
low concentration salt water conditions under different inlet pressures and the salinity of the lock chamber, a
two-dimensional model of the air curtain for mitigating salt instrusion of the ship lock is established based on the
VOF multiphase flow model and the Realizable k-&£ turbulence model of CFD software. The three-phase flow
simulation of the air curtain for mitigating salt instrusion process under different inlet pressures and salinity of the
estuarine lock is carried out. The simulation results show that the effect of mitigating salt instrusion of the ship lock
air curtain is related to the inlet pressure of the bubble curtain. When the water level is 8 m and the salinity of the
lock chamber is 2.5 %o, there is an optimal inlet pressure that maximizes the effect of mitigating salt instrusion of
the ship lock air curtain; When the inlet pressure is closer to the optimal inlet pressure, the exchange rate of
saltwater and freshwater is lower, the mitigating salt instrusion coefficient of the air curtain is larger, and the effect of
mitigating salt instrusion of the air curtain is better. The optimal inlet pressure is related to the salinity of the
chamber, and the higher the salinity of the chamber, the greater the optimal inlet pressure of the air curtain. When
the salinity of the lock chamber increases, the inlet pressure should be increased in time to achieve a reasonable
effect of mitigating salt instrusion.
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Fig.2 Local refinement of grid at the air curtain
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Fig.3 Comparison of horizontal velocity experiment at

specified section and simulation results
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freshwater side under different air intake conditions
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Tab.1 Calculation conditions of air curtain inlet pressure
in Youth Ship Lock

T $81E %0 FE 3 /kPa KGEm  HER s
1 2.5 0
2 2.5 80
3 2.5 85
4 2.5 90
5 2.5 95
6 2.5 100
7 2.5 150
8 5.0 0
9 5.0 80
10 5.0 85
11 5.0 90
12 5.0 100 8.0 3 000
13 7.5 0
14 7.5 80
15 7.5 85
16 7.5 90
17 7.5 100
18 10.0 0
19 10.0 80

20 10.0 85

21 10.0 90

22 10.0 100
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Fig. 11 Relationship between salinity of lock chamber and
mitigating salt instrusion coefficient of air curtain under (1] JAE, X3, 3RS, 25, 72 T g W1 22 SR i] 11k 7k A

different inlet pressure conditions
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Fig. 12 Relationship between salinity of lock chamber and
optimal inlet pressure
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