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1 Abstract

The hydrodynamic design of aquaculture tanks is a very complex task where many biological and
technological factors should be considered simultaneously. The use of Computational Fluid
Dynamics (CFD) is a rapidly expanding technological trend which provides an effective way to
evaluate and optimize the hydrodynamic design of aquaculture tanks.

Nevertheless, the study of flow dynamics in aquaculture tanks has until now relied on sophisticated
computational tools and time-consuming complex methodologies. This work investigates the use of
Flow Simulation as a fully integrated, user-friendly and more economical software alternative for this
purpose. By also using simplified simulation settings, the aim is to reduce the human and
computational efforts while still achieving reliable flow predictions.

The selected settings and the accuracy of the simulations were validated by replicating the
simulation work from two scientific papers; in the papers the authors have validated their CFD
simulations against experimental measurements.

A series of experiments were also performed at the university’s aquaculture laboratory in order to
further validate the simulation set-up and evaluate the accuracy of the simplified approach. Water
velocities were measured at different locations in a fish-rearing tank and compared against the
predictions from the CFD simulations. For this experimental validation two different positions of the
water inlet pipe were investigated.

Additionally to the main settings, other simulation parameters were also evaluated; such as
turbulence properties, meshing strategy, wall roughness and criteria for stopping the calculation
process. This was done as variation cases for some of the simulations and provided means for fine-
tuning of the simulation set-up.

It was found that the selected simulation methodology generated satisfactory flow patterns
comparable to those of the literature cases studied. The accuracy of the water velocities estimated
in the CFD simulations was found to be not as precise as those from the literature validation, but still
within the acceptable accuracy thresholds proposed by different scientist in the field.

For one of the validations against the literature, an overall difference in water velocities of around
16% was found between the CFD prognosis and the presented laboratory measurements. The
overall relative error of the estimations reported in the paper was of about 7%.

For the other validation against literature, the CFD-estimated water velocities were approximately at
two standard deviations of the measured velocities in experiments. The predicted water velocities
reported in the paper were close to one standard deviation of the measurements.

It is considered that the simplified methodology on this work should represent a much lesser burden
for the creation of representative simulations than the ones presented in literature.

The simplified simulation set-up, while partly sacrificing on accuracy, offers a valuable alternative in
terms of the high amount of useful information obtained from the simulations and the reduced
computational resources required for their elaboration.

Andrés Castro Herrera |[NMBU 5
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2 Introduction

The aquaculture industry, is one of the fastest-growing industries in the world (Lekang, 2007 p.xi),
where the global production of farmed aquatic organisms has doubled every decade in the last 60
years, sometimes even in the lapse of few years (FAO, 2019). Aquaculture allows, particularly on
development countries, to supplement their food needs and to acquire resources due to exports. It
has been proven that the aquaculture industry has the potential to create more job opportunities
and promotes the creation of other collateral industries, improving the socioeconomic aspects of a
region (Holtschmit M, 2000). Aquaculture thus can contribute to achieve some important goals from
the Sustainable Development Goals set by the United Nations, specially: No Poverty and Zero
Hunger; and also in an indirect way to others such as Clean Water and Sanitation; Industry,
Innovation and Infrastructure and Sustainable Cities.

Aquatic organisms have the ability of converting almost entirely all their feed uptake into body
weight and exhibit fast growing rates when raised in an optimal environment. This makes
aquaculture a highly energy-efficient way of producing quality protein and healthy fats when
compared to other ways of animal production (Holtschmit M, 2000). Therefore allowing and
facilitating modern aquaculture to take a bigger role in producing food for the world population
could even contribute in tackling Climate Change.

A raising tank is one of the basic infrastructure components of modern and intensive aquaculture
facilities, such as recirculating aquaculture systems (RAS). Compared to ponds, the water in tanks is
renewed at higher rates, something that helps ensure adequate oxygen levels and effective removal
of fecal particles and uneaten feed. This provides improved water quality and a better farming
environment for the organisms, allowing also for higher stocking densities (Lekang, 2007).

It is of particular interest for farmers to utilize optimally the available water volume in the tank by
stocking as much fish as possible and maximize the economical return of the operation.
Nevertheless, the design and optimization of an aquaculture tank is not a straight forward process,
on the opposite, many biological and hydraulic variables must be considered simultaneously in order
to fulfill a satisfactory design.

It has been observed that the fish distribution inside the tank depends, among other factors, on the
water velocities at particular locations within the tanks (Duarte et al., 2011). This may be adjudicated
to the fact that adequate water velocities and flow patterns promote the good mixing of water and a
better distribution of oxygen inside the tank, as well as a reduction in the local concentration of
biological waste, such as ammonia (Holtschmit M, 2000; Lekang, 2007). Fish have also displayed
increased growth and resistance to diseases when exposed to a particular training regime by
controlling the water velocities in the rearing unit (Castro et al., 2011).

A flow pattern that promotes homogeneous water quality and water velocities optimal for the
wellbeing of the farmed species is therefore the ultimate goal in hydrodynamic design of
aquaculture tanks.

In addition, other factors affecting the system boundaries of the tank, such as water velocity inside
outlet pipes that avoid sedimentation or fragmentation of particles (Lekang, 2007) or inlet pipe and
nozzle sizing which do not represent an unnecessary burden for the available pressure in the system,
make this a very complex task. It is therefore that the use of advanced tools such as Computational
Fluid Dynamics to aid the design process is of increasing interest in the industry.

Andrés Castro Herrera |[NMBU 7



The optimizations of water flow patterns and water velocity profiles have been studied and
optimized by the use of diverse methods, from laboratory studies to mathematical approaches (Oca
& Masalo, 2013). Nevertheless, until recent times, the design and optimization of aquaculture tanks
have relied heavily on experience, and the use of modern tools such as CFD to aid this process has
been very limited (Gorle et al., 2019).

The few scientific studies found where CFD simulation tools have been used to optimize tank, inlet
and/or outlet designs, are performed and presented in a very complex way; relying on advanced
mathematical and simulation tools which are probably out of the economical reach and beyond
comprehension for many actors in the aquaculture industry.

This thesis work tries to provide a more practical approach to the CFD simulations, with
methodologies which are of less complexity and computational tools that could be more accessible
to the industry than the ones presented in the work of academics.

This work looks at a very small but basic part of the design of intensive aquaculture production units
which is the tank design and its hydrodynamic behavior in terms of water velocity distribution and
flow patterns. The water behavior at the inlet and outlet pipes, while observed during the
evaluation, has not been the main focus of this work.

The software add-in Flow Simulation in SOLIDWORKS was used to perform the flow analyses. While
the software has some limitations, as further described in this report, the possibility of having an
integrated 3D modelling, meshing, equation solving and results visualization capabilities in a single
software package results quite convenient from the user’s point of view. Compared to the
methodologies commonly practiced in the field (An et al., 2018; Gorle et al., 2019; Klebert et al.,
2018; Liu et al., 2016) where the 3D modelling and flow simulations happen separately, as well as
additional steps in pre- or post-processing of the data are required, the approach taken in this work
is of inevitable interest for the further spread of the use of CFD techniques in optimization of farm
designs.

A typical method for validating the accuracy of flow pattern predictions, either coming from CFD
simulations or from a mathematical approach, is to take a representative number of velocity
measurements in the actual (real-life, real-size) water containment unit that has been under study
(An et al., 2018; Gorle et al., 2018a; Gorle et al., 2019; Klebert et al., 2018; Liu et al., 2016; Oca &
Masalo, 2013). Although some attempts have been done with scale-models to verify CFD
simulations, this significantly introduces additional complexity on the elaboration of the validation
experiments where all the hydrodynamic factors involved cannot be fully considered or directly
extrapolated (Rasmussen & MclLean, 2004).

The initial intended approach to this work was to evaluate the accuracy of the flow simulations only
against literature sources due to the lack of equipment available for performing water velocity
profiling at the university. Nevertheless, an opportunity came later to make use of a water velocity-
meter prototype developed in collaboration with the university and set up an experimental study in
order to provide additional validation tools for the simulations.

Previous to the start of the thesis work, there was no acquired experience in the use of the flow
simulation software but only limited experience with other simulation tools. Nevertheless it is hoped
that this could also provide insights on how intuitive the software tool may be for the unexperienced
user.
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Simultaneously to the thesis work, a course in the use of the simulation software was taken at the
university, providing gradually useful information for the creation of representative simulations.
Some of the course topics had to be read much in advance to the course progress in order to
promptly acquire the necessary knowledge to build proper simulations for the thesis.
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3 Methods and materials

The 3D modelling as well as the flow simulations were performed in a DELL computer running
Windows 10 Enterprise supplied with an 8-core Intel® Core ™ i7-4790 3,6 GHz processor and 32,0 GB
of RAM.

3.1 General 3D modelling

The 3D models where prepared using SOLIDWORKS software. Detail was put from the very beginning
into building the necessary reference geometries, such as working planes, reference points and axis,
sketches, part and assembly configurations, etc., in order to facilitate later the creation of the CFD
simulations. The models were created with sufficiently adaptability to cope with the possibility of
variations in geometry, location of measuring points for the different variables, inclusion of flow
conditions, mesh creation and results visualization expected in further stages of the investigation.

The 3D model was made in a way such that the global coordinate system coincided naturally with

the operational conditions of the tank. This meant the positive y-axis pointing upwards, positive x-
axis pointing towards the right side of the tank (when seen from the front), and the positive z-axis
pointing towards the front of the tank. The origin was situated at the center of the tank and at the
inner surface of the outlet pot’s bottom.

2D drawings were also created in order to assist the measurement and sampling activities and to
provide an organized and clean way of documenting and presenting the findings.

3.2 General CFD simulation settings

In order to develop a CFD model which could represent in a reliable way the flow conditions in an
aquaculture tank, the first step taken was to create a simple simulation model where the different
flow condition parameters where adjusted until a satisfactory flow pattern was achieved. A total of
19 simulation cases were developed for this purpose and the resultant flow patterns were visually
evaluated against the expected flow behavior in real life.

Additional variations cases were also performed for fine-tuning of the simulations set-up. These
explore other parameters besides the main flow condition parameters of the first 19 simulation
cases. These are described in each of the individual chapters on the validation against literature and
experimental data, see chapters 3.3 and 3.4.2.

3.2.1 Analysis type

An Internal analysis type was selected for all of the cases of this work, meaning the computational
domain is restricted to a fluid volume that is fully contained in a closed compartment. Modelling aids
such as lids or covers were therefore applied at the open ends of the tank and outlet pipe in order to
be achieve a closed system.

While an external type of analysis was considered as a possible alternative to simulate the effects of
the surrounding atmosphere on the tank and outlet system simultaneously, this alternative was not
further investigated.

Andrés Castro Herrera |[NMBU 11



3.2.2 Gravity

Gravity was considered in all simulations in the -y direction with a magnitude of 9.81 m/s%. Care was
taken in the elaboration of 3D models in order to account for the direction of gravity to be correct in
relation to the resultant axis of each modelled tank and its operation position.

3.2.3 Evaluation of main flow condition settings

This sub-chapter explain the simulation settings selected and the process in detail of determining the
appropriate flow condition settings through 19 simulation cases created for this purpose.

For these 19 simulation cases made to evaluate the main flow condition settings, a simple tank
geometry similar to the one presented by Lekang (2007) was used.

For all the evaluated cases, unless noted otherwise, a water flow of 18 liters per minute (I/min),
equivalent to 0,0003 cubic meters per second (m?3/s) was used as the Inlet Volume Flow. The flow
condition was applied simultaneously to all of the seven equally distanced @8 mm nozzle holes of
the inlet pipe which were distributed along the whole water column.

Case 1

The outlet pipe in this case extended from the bottom of the tank for approximately 1 m after a 90
degrees elbow. This in order to provide sufficient pipe length for the flow to stabilize after exiting
the bottom of the tank. The diameter of the outlet pipe was maintained at 250 mm for the whole
length of the pipe.

Two additional conditions were applied: an Environmental Pressure (1 atm) at the water surface and
one Static Pressure of 950 mm of water representing the water column above the center of the
outlet pipe.

With this flow condition settings the simulation displayed two warnings: one stating that a vortex
crossed the pressure opening (water surface) and another warning regarding negative pressure
(outlet opening). The resultant non-satisfactory flow pattern is shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 1
Case 2

The same outlet pipe configuration with as in Case 1 was used also this time. The flow condition
settings were the same as in Case 1 with the exception of that The Static Pressure magnitude was
modified to 1 atm + 950 mm of water to account for the ever-present environmental pressure
surrounding the tank.

Only the warning of a vortex crossing the pressure (at water surface) opening was reported in this
case. The resultant non satisfactory flow pattern is shown in Figure 2.

12 Andrés Castro Herrera | NMBU



Figure 2 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 2
Case 3

This simulation case had the same outlet pipe configuration as the previous two cases. The
environmental pressure at the water surface was maintained while the Static Pressure at the outlet
was replaced by an Outlet Volume Flow with an equal magnitude of that of the Inlet Volume Flow.

The recurrent warning of vortex crossing pressure opening was also experienced this time. The
resultant flow was also considered not satisfactory as seemly the effect of gravity was not enough to
keep the water contained in the tank and an ascending tornado-like flow pattern was displayed, see
Figure 3.

Figure 3 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 3
Case 4

For this and the following cases, unless otherwise specified, a different outlet pipe configuration was
used. This consisted of a second 90 degree bend and pipe extension in order to make the end of the
outlet pipe reach the same level of the tank water level, thus trying to simulate an external water
leveling arrangement in the outlet pipe which is typical of aquaculture tanks.

The Environmental Pressure condition at the tank water surface level was maintained, while the
Static Pressure on the outlet pipe opening (now at same level as tank water level) was substituted
with an Environmental Pressure of 1 atm.

The warning of a vortex crossing the pressure opening was also display for this case. It raised at this
time the hypothesis that this warning, as an indication of a vortex at the water surface or possible
waves, resulted in computational difficulties for the software.

Andrés Castro Herrera |[NMBU 13



Figure 4 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 4
Case 5

In order to test the previously stated hypothesis of the meaning of a vortex crossing the pressure
opening, the Environmental Pressure condition at the water surface level was removed for this case.

While keeping the other settings unaffected, the warning was not displayed and the flow pattern
seemed to represent reality for the first time, see Figure 5.

Figure 5 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 5
Case 6

For this case the Environmental Pressure at the water surface level was included again and the
Environmental Pressure at the outlet pipe replaced by an Outlet Volume Flow of equal magnitude as
the Inlet Volume Flow.

As expected, the warning regarding vortex on the pressure opening was shown again and the flow
did not represent once more the expected behavior expected in reality, see Figure 6.

Figure 6 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 6

Additional information was displayed in the warning indicating the Inlet/Outlet flow ratio was =1.
While this was later understood as a local flow variation at the water surface level, initially there
were doubts about if this could represent a situation where a difference in inlet flow vs. outlet flow
was causing the warning.

Case 7

14 Andrés Castro Herrera | NMBU



This simulation case was created in order to evaluate if the Inlet Volume Flow represented a flow of
0,0003m3/s equally distributed among all the inlet nozzles or the flow was being multiplied by the
number of nozzles. This in order to evaluate the effect on the displayed inlet vs. outlet ratio.

The Inlet Volume Flow was then applied to only one of the inlet nozzles, while the Environmental
Pressure at the water surface and Outlet Volume Flow at the outlet pipe opening were maintained.

The warning about vortex at the pressure opening was displayed as expected, but it was useful to
confirm that the flow pattern was similar to that of Case 6 and the Inlet/Outlet flow ratio was also
equal to 1. The resultant non-satisfactory flow pattern is shown in Figure 7.

Figure 7 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 7
Case 8 and case 9

In order to further test the hypothesis of the vortex/waves at the water surface and the effect in the
distribution of flow in the nozzles resulting from a single Inlet Volume Flow, Case 8 and Case 9 were

created. In case 8 the total flow was divided by the number of nozzles (seven) resulting in a flow per
nozzle of 0,00004 m3/s applied individually to each of the inlet nozzles.

In case 9, an inlet flows of 0,0003 m3/s were applied to each individual inlet nozzle. The resulting
flow patterns were similar but contrasted in the intensity of the flow visualized by the water
velocity, as seen in Figure 8 and Figure 9. This confirming that the way of interpreting and applying
the Inlet Volume Flow was correct from the very start.

Figure 9 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 9
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Case 10 and Case 11

These cases was created to evaluate if a lower outlet pipe would affect the water level inside the
tank. The outlet pipe was therefore shortened after the last bend to approximately the half of the
tank wall height.

An Environmental Pressure was applied to the outlet pipe opening and the Inlet Volume Flow was
maintained at 0,0003 m3/s. For case 10 no Environmental Pressure was applied at the water surface,
while for Case 11 this condition was applied. The resultant flow patterns are presented in

Figure 11 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 11

No change in the water level inside the tank was experienced, thus raising the hypothesis of a
hydraulic or air lock happening inside the tank volume; something that prevented the water from
adjusting its level. Please note that this hypothesis and the one presented in case 4, are hypotheses
on how the software may understand the flow conditions applied to the model and not about the
understanding of the author on hydraulic phenomena.

For case 11 the warning of vortex crossing the pressure opening was displayed, with an Inlet/Outlet
flow ratio of 0,922.

Case 12

2

Case 12 introduces a thin @1 mm inside-diameter pipe at the center of the tank lid in order to “vent
the volume inside the tank. Other settings were identical to Case 11 with the difference that the
environmental pressure at the water surface is now applied at the end of this small venting pipe. The
resultant flow pattern is shown in
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Figure 12 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 12

While the resulting flow pattern may actually seem satisfactory, the main purpose of adjusting the
water level to the outlet pipe level was not achieved, therefore triggering the more complex
investigations of Case 13, Case 14 and Case 15.

Case 13 — Free Surface

The use of the Free-Surface option was investigated for this simulation case in an attempt to
satisfactory represent the interaction between air and water that occurs at the water surfaces. For
this purpose two Fluid Volumes were created; one representing the water and one representing the
air in the tank. While no information was found regarding how to model a basin open to
atmosphere, some other examples of water-air interface and the use of Free-Surface were found
online in the form of instructional videos and that knowledge extrapolated for use in these three
simulation cases (HOW TO, 2018; SOLIDWORKS Flow, 2017).

Environmental Pressure was applied at the end of the outlet pipe. The vented lid from Case 12 was
also used in the model but no pressure-opening condition was applied to it.

The Free Surface option requires enabling of the time-dependent analysis type in the simulation. The
simulation was left to run until one of the criteria to stop the simulation was satisfied; either all
goals converged (achieved a steady value) or a maximum number of travels of the fluid across the
computational domain was reached. A goal can be specified to evaluate a parameter at a certain
location, in this case the water velocity. The maximum number of travels was 4, as automatically
specified by the software.

When the maximum number of travels was achieved, only 13.98 seconds of physical (real) time had
been solved. It was noted in the resultant flow pattern (Figure 13) that the water level was still at
the original water level and no steady circular flow had yet been achieved.

Figure 13 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 13
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Case 14 — Free Surface

It was assumed at this stage that by not having a pressure opening at the top of the vented lid and
no additional air could enter to replace the water exiting the system, the water level was therefore
unchanged.

A new vented lid with a larger opening at the top was included and Environmental Pressure applied
to both, the venting opening and top air surface. An Environmental Pressure was also applied at the
outlet opening.

A Physical Time condition to stop the simulation was set to 10 seconds, with calculation time steps
of 1s. The calculation time for this case was of little over one and a half hour.

For these Free Surface cases (13 to 15), the initial fluid condition was specified to be water, as well
as for the Inlet Volume Flow concentration.

The warning regarding vortex at the pressure opening was also experienced for this case. The
resultant flow pattern is shown in Figure 14.

Figure 14 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 14
Case 15 — Free Surface

The approach on this case was to remove completely the outlet pipe extension, leaving only a short
vertical pipe of @250 mm at the bottom of the tank. An Outlet Volume Flow was applied at the
pipe’s end, with a volumetric flow equal to the inlet flow.

The vented lid at the tank’s top was replaced with an unvented lid and an Environmental Pressure
condition (1 atm) was applied at the air’s top surface.

A Physical Time setting to stop the simulation was set to 2 s, with calculation time steps of 1 s. The
calculation time required for this simulation was of approximately 30 minutes.

Figure 15 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 15
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Case 16

Based on the results from cases 13 to 15, the time-dependent analysis was considered not suitable
due to the long time to solve the simulations, see further explanation in section 3.2.4.

Case 16 was done without the Free Surface option enabled, therefore returning to a steady state
type of analysis. A frictionless condition was then applied at the tank water level. An Environmental
Pressure condition was still applied at the outlet pipe end. The outlet pipe was set back to the
configuration where it reached to the same level of the tank’s water level.

The criteria to stop the simulation was set to One Satisfied, either achieving a specific number of
travels (four) or convergence of the goals. 36 Velocity Goals were included at similar positions to
those of the measuring points for velocity profiling on an idealized tank presented by Lekang (2007).
The calculation process ended by reaching first the maximum number of travels. The flow behavior,
as seen on Figure 16, was satisfactory.

Figure 16 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 16

Case 17

This case was created in order to investigate the effect on the results depending on the criterion to
stop the calculation. The same flow settings as in Case 16 were used, but the criteria to stop the
simulation was set to All Satisfied (goals convergence and maximum number of travels).

While it was expected that the goal convergence reached 100%, it was noted that the calculation
stopped at the same number of travels (and iterations) as Case 16 and the progress of convergence
was not complete for all of the goals. The resultant flow pattern is shown in Figure 17.

Figure 17 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 17

Case 18

Case 18 was used to simultaneously investigate the use of goal convergence as the only criteria to
stop the calculation combined with a simplified design of outlet pipe. This outlet pipe design was the
short @250 mm pipe at the bottom of the tank’s center used previously on Case 15.
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An Static Pressure of 1 atm + 620 mm H,0 was applied at the outlet pipe end, aiming to simulate the
hydraulic pressure conditions at this point but using a simplified model which may result in reduced
computational efforts.

The calculation stopped at 337 iterations (vs. 404 of Cases 16 and 17), and the average of the
velocities in the tank was reduced by 10,7% and 6,6% against Cases 16 and 17, respectively.

The resultant flow pattern is shown in Figure 18.

Figure 18 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 18
Case 19

Case 19 was created to evaluate the impact of the frictionless (slip) condition at the water surface
against a no-slip condition. Case 5 accounted for this no-slip condition but at the time no Velocity
Goals were included to aid the convergence of the solution, it was therefore necessary to create a
replica of that case with the Velocity Goals included, namely Case 19, in order to compare it against
Cases 16, 17 and 18.

The average of the water velocities when using a no-slip condition was reduced in 23,6%, 20,2% and
14,5% when compared against the cases with a slip condition at the water surface; Cases 16, 17 and
18 respectively.

There was no difference in the average velocities between Case 5 and Case 19.

Figure 19 Resultant flow pattern — Evaluation of main flow condition settings, Case 19

3.2.3.1 Selected main flow condition settings

Based on the evaluations in the previous 19 simulation cases, it was decided to incorporate in the 3D
models a complete outlet pipe system and not use any modelling simplifications for the simulations.
The flow condition settings chosen to be further use in the cases for validation against literature and
experimental data were the volumetric flow at the inlet nozzles, an environmental pressure
condition at the outlet end and a shear-free condition at the water surface level.
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3.2.4 Steady flow vs. transitional (time-dependent) flow

The time-dependent or transitional analysis was considered not to be adequate for evaluating the
general characteristics of the flow (stable patterns and water velocities) in a timely manner and with
the computational resources available. A steady-state (steady flow) analysis was therefore chosen.
See further explanation in the Discussion.

3.2.5 Criterion to stop the calculation

The criterion to stop the calculation was decided to be set to One Satisfied, representing the
convergence of all the representative Velocity Goals for a particular simulation.

3.2.6 Turbulence model

Flow Simulation was used to solve the time-dependent form of the Navier-Stokes equations, which
are formulations of mass, momentum and energy conservation for fluid flows. The Favre-averaged
Navier-Stokes equations were used to predict the turbulent flow and consider the time-averaged
effects of turbulence. Furthermore, the k-epsilon (k-€) turbulence model was used to close the
Navier-Stokes equations, accounting for the appearance of Reynold stresses in the formulation
(SOLIDWORKS-Corp., 2018b).

Flow Simulation has in-built a boundary model which uses the Van Driest’s profile for the Modified
Wall Functions approach; which is used to describe the laminar/turbulent flow and the transition
between these in the areas near the wall, or solid surfaces. (SOLIDWORKS-Corp., 2018b).

A Two Scale Wall Function (2SWF) is used by the software to couple the boundary layer flow with
the main (turbulent) flow, where according to the mesh refinement level and characteristic number
of cells across the boundary layer thickness, two approaches could be taken: The thick boundary
layer or the thin boundary layer. For cases falling in between this boundary layer thickness criteria a
combination of the two approaches is used (SOLIDWORKS-Corp., 2018a; SOLIDWORKS-Corp.,
2018b).

3.2.7 Roughness

Surface roughness was set to Oum for all of the main flow settings investigation cases as well as for
the simulation validation cases against literature and laboratory measurements. Nonetheless, the
effect of roughness was investigated in an individual case as described in section 3.4.2.1.4.

3.2.8 Convergence goals

As mentioned earlier, Velocity Goals were utilized to guide the convergence of the solution. The
position and specifics about these goals, such as sub-type, direction and position within the tank, are
further described in each of chapters on validation against literature and laboratory measurements.

Additional goals were created to attain information regarding the overall behavior of the flow, such
as additional velocity goals (at different positions within the tank, at the outlet pipe and inlet pipe
nozzles), turbulence intensity and turbulence length. These additional goals were not selected to
converge in the calculation, but rather used through the process of creating the simulations only as
verification points for assumptions and manual calculations.
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3.3 Validation of CFD simulations vs. literature

3.3.1 Validation against An et al. (2018)

The work done by An et al. (2018) was partially replicated in order to validate the way the
simulations were built and the accuracy of the results between methodologies. One of the multiple
tank configurations presented in their work was selected to be simulated under the flow conditions
experienced at that catfish farming facility.

3.3.1.1 3D model & dimensions

A tank with a concentric outlet and a single vertical inlet pipe was chosen to be modelled with the
information that was available, see Figure 20. While not all the details of the geometry were
described, it was possible to build a very similar model by assuming some of the information missing.

The tank diameter was of @7 m with a water depth at the wall of 1,2 m, resulting in a diameter to
height ratio of D/H=5,83. The tank bottom was considered horizontal. At the center of the tank’s
bottom, a conical part of 31,5 m in diameter and 250 mm in height connected to a @200 mm outlet
pipe extending from the bottom of the tank downwards. This outlet pipe was then connected to a 90
degrees elbow, redirecting the flow radially towards the wall of the tank. After a second 90 degrees
bend the outlet pipe extended vertically until reaching the top edge of the tank’s wall. The pipe
bending radius at the outlet system was assumed to be equal to the diameter of the pipe.

An inlet pipe with 6 equally spaced nozzles of @40 mm was positioned vertically adjacent to the wall
separated by a distance to the inlet pipe centerline of 400 mm. The diameter of the inlet pipe was @
100 mm. The spacing between inlet nozzles was of 170 mm, while the distance from the bottom
inlet nozzle to the bottom edge of the inlet pipe was assumed to be half of this separation. All the
dimensions presented in their work were assumed to be internal dimensions.

 §

¥

Figure 20 Resultant 3D model of tank used for the validation against An et al. (2018)
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3.3.1.2 Meshing

A structured mesh of hexahedral cells was used. The global mesh was refined until a visually
satisfactory basic cell size (in comparison to the overall size of the fluid domain) was achieved. The
grid was further refined at the boundary layer; the area adjacent to the tank’s wall, tank’s bottom
and around the inlet pipe.

A total of 486,806 fluid cells from which 231,387 were in contact with solids gives an indication on
the overall level of mesh refinement and also of the refinement at the boundary layer. The resulting
mesh is presented in Figure 21, Figure 22, Figure 23 and Figure 24.

Refinement level []

Mesh 1
hesh 2

Figure 21 Mesh overview — validation against An et al. (2018)
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Refinemnent level []

Mesh 1
Wesh 2

Figure 22 Mesh cut view — validation against An et al. (2018)

Figure 23 Mesh detail at tank bottom — validation against An et al. (2018)
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Figure 24 Mesh detail at inlet pipe — validation against An et al. (2018)

3.3.1.3 Water flow and turbulence parameters

An inlet water flow of 0,010103386 m3/s was calculated from the given nozzle water speed of 1,34
m/s and size of the nozzles holes. The initial turbulence parameter setting were set to a turbulence
intensity of 5% and a turbulence length of 0,0035 m. The same turbulence parameters were applied
to the Inlet Volume Flow.

These values were selected as a starting point to investigate the effects of using values different
from those recommended by Flow Simulation. This was based on information presented at the flow
simulation course and confirmed by information available online from multiple contributors
(Turbulence Intensity, 2018; Turbulence lenght scale, 2012).

Later in the process of this work, the turbulence intensity and turbulence length were included as
reference goals in the simulations in order to determine the values characteristic to the particular
tank geometry and flow conditions. This is further discussed in the results and discussion sections.

3.3.1.4 Position and type of goals

A total of 6 Goal Points were included matching the sampling positions presented by An et al. (2018).
These were placed on two groups, three of them on each side adjacent to the tank wall. They were
located on a radial plane perpendicular to the plane formed by the inlet pipe and outlet column.
They were positioned at 0,2 m; 0,35 m and 0,5 m of water depth and at a radial distance from the
center of the tank of 3 m.
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The Goal Points were created as Velocity Point Goals in the x and z direction, this in order to be able
to calculate later (in a spreadsheet) the resultant horizontal velocity at each location; allowing
means for direct comparison against the results presented by An et al. (2018).

3

Figure 25 Sampling points - validation against An et al. (2018)

3.3.1.5 Additional simulation — Variation on boundary layer conditions

For this replication of the work presented by An et al. (2018), an additional simulation was
performed where only an additional condition at the tank wall and tank bottom of the Real Wall
type was applied. This in order to understand if the addition of a Real Wall condition was needed in
order to take advantage of the Two Scale Wall Functions (TSWF) solving approach near the boundary
layer used by the software (see section 3.2.6).

It was noted that the mesh generation was not affected, thus resulting in the same amount of total
fluid cells and of fluid cells contacting solids. Additionally the effect on the overall accuracy of the
results was not considered to be of significance (only ~0,02%) and therefore the use of Real Wall was
not further use herein or in other simulations of this thesis work. It was assumed that the presence
of a solid body at the boundary was enough to activate the TSWF and no further actions were
needed.
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3.3.2 Validation against Gorle et al. (2019)

It was also decided to replicate parts of the work presented by Gorle et al. (2019) to provided means
of additional validation for the overall simulation set-up and accuracy of the simulations. The
octagonal tank described, prior to the modifications they described, was used for this validation
case. The tank was intended for culture of Atlantic salmon smolts.

3.3.2.1 3D model & dimensions

The 3D model was built as much as possible from the information presented by Gorle et al. (2019)
and crossed checked against Gorle et al. (2018a) and Summerfelt et al. (2016) from the assumption
that it is the same tank described by both authors, see Figure 26.

All the dimensions of the tank were not clearly indicated in their work, therefore some assumptions
were made. It was unclear in the schematics of the tank where the dimension lines were pointing at.
The initial assumption was that the dimensions were pointing to the inner faces of the tank walls,
but when comparing the resultant volume of a tank built in such dimensions, this did not correspond
exactly to the volume presented by both authors of 788 m3 (Gorle et al., 2018b; Gorle et al., 2019;
Summerfelt et al., 2016). The resulting volume if the dimensions were all considered internal would
be of 836 m? which was considered too far off the presented volume of 788 m3.

It was therefore later assumed that the 8,7 m dimension (center wall width) was internal, while the
2,9 m dimension (corner width) was to the outside of the tank’s wall. The thickness of the tank walls
was not presented but assumed then to be of 300 mm.

This combined approach to interpret the presented dimensions made the total width of the
modelled tank to coincide with the overall width dimension of 14,5 m presented by Summerfelt
(Summerfelt et al., 2016) of a rectangular tank at a hatchery in Steinsvik, Norway, from which a
picture showed a very similar outlet configuration, therefore assumed to be the same tank.

The bottom of the tank was described as conical by Gorle et al. (2019), nevertheless the 3D model
was made as a multi-sided prism, resembling better the shape of the figures presented in their work.
A 12-sided polygon was then modelled at the bottom of the tank from which 16 flat surfaces
extended towards the 8 sides of the tank. The vertical position of the bottom polygon was
approximated by using the 10 degrees inclination mentioned by Gorle et al (2019) and the width of
the polygon was extrapolated visually from another of the figures presented and assumed to be
2500 mm (slightly wider than the outlet casing).

The tank wall was described as 4,2 m height while the water level was maintained at 3,9m, resulting
in an effective D/H ratio of 3,56. The calculated water volume of tank in the 3D model considering a
water level of 3,9 m (and the volume occupied by the inlet and outlet systems) was of 777 m3.

Two inlet pipes of @450 mm in diameter were included (extending from the wall’s bottom level). 11
equally spaced nozzles of @90 mm in diameter were included in each of the inlet pipes. The spacing
of the nozzles was not specified in their work, therefore a spacing of 350 mm was used; this
provided an equally distributed pattern along the water column.
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Figure 26 3D model and main dimensions - validation against Gorle et al. (2019).

3.3.2.2 Meshing

A structured mesh of hexahedral cells was used. The global mesh was refined until the largest cell
size was of approximately 315 mm in width. This size was estimated based on the total characteristic
number of cells across the width of the tank and the considered internal tank’s width. The mesh was
further refined at the boundary layer (near the tank walls and tank bottom and around the inlet and
outlet pipes). A total of 205,481 fluids cell were generated from which 95,084 were in contact with
solids.

The resultant mesh is presented in Figure 27, Figure 28, Figure 29 and Figure 30.
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Figure 27 Meshing overview - validation against Gorle et al. (2019)

o
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Figure 28 Meshing cut view - validation against Gorle et al. (2019)
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Figure 29 Meshing detail at tank's bottom, inlet and outlet pipes - validation against Gorle et al. (2019)

Figure 30 Meshing detail at tank's wall and water surface - validation against Gorle et al. (2019)
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3.3.2.3 Water flow and turbulence parameters

An inlet water flow of 0,287777777 m3/s was calculated from the hydraulic retention time of 45
minutes presented by Gorle et al. (2019) and the tank volume resultant from the 3D model created.
It was decided to not use the presented flow rate of 292 L/min by Gorle et al. (2019), as this would
represent a different retention time when using the resultant 3D model water volume.

The flow was distributed between the inlet pipes in the same way as Gorle et al. (2019) for the initial
part of their work, in such a way that one of the inlet pipes (in the negative x-sector) supplied 25%
more flow than the opposite inlet pipe.

The initial turbulence parameter settings were set to a turbulence intensity of 5% and a turbulence
length of 0,3 m. The turbulence parameters were applied to the Inlet Volume Flow were of a
turbulence intensity of 5% and a turbulence length of 0,0035m were used.

3.3.2.4 Position and type of goals

The position for the Velocity Goals was estimated from the equations presented by Gorle et al
(2019), where a relationship between the wall height (h) and the sampling position was made. This
information was later found to be contradictory, since in a figure of the same work, h was referred
as the water level and used for the formulation of the sampling positions.

For the purposes of the simulation, h was considered to be the water level and not the tank wall
height. The formulations for determination of the sampling positions were: y=0,17h; y=0,43h and
y=0,68h. The resultant vertical positions for the velocity goals were then calculated to 0,663 m,
1.677 m and 2,652 m, see Figure 31.

The horizontal spacing of the sampling points, along a parallel plane to the xy plane, was also not
fully specified in the paper. It was only mentioned that the amount of measurements along the
whole width of the tank was of 15. These were assumed to be spaced from the center by 868,75 mm
in order to be equally spaced along the tank’s width and for some of the Velocity Goals in the
simulation to coincide with the x/R positions of 0,25; 0,5 and 0,75; something that would make
easier extracting and comparing the information from the results presented only in the form of
graphs by Gorle et al (2019).

The sampling points were placed along a plane parallel to xy plane positioned at z=1,5m on the
Global Coordinate System. Note that in the coordinate system used by Gorle et al. (2019) the
positive direction of the z-axis was inversed from the engineering convention commonly used.
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Figure 31 Position of sampling points - validation against Gorle et al. (2019)

3.3.2.5 Additional simulations — Variations on turbulence parameters

Two additional simulations were performed to test the effects of drastically changing the turbulence
settings for the inlet flow. All the other simulation settings were kept unchanged.

Case 29 was made to test a large change in the turbulence intensity at the Inlet flow from 5% to
15%. The turbulence length was kept as 0,0035m.

Case 33 was made to test equal turbulence intensity and turbulence length values in both the initial
conditions and the inlet flow. This meant a larger turbulence length for this simulation when
compared to the base case simulation. The values used were 5% for turbulence intensity and 0,3 m
for turbulence length.
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3.4 Validation of CFD simulations vs. experimental data

3.4.1 Experimental data acquisition

3.4.1.1 Experimental set-up and equipment

In order to have means for a full-scale validation of the simulation settings, a rearing tank from the
university aquaculture laboratory was modelled and analyzed using CFD. One of the largest tanks
from the laboratory was chosen in order to minimize the effect of tank sizes when comparing
towards the validations against literature, and to make the simulation of a tank as similar in size as
possible to those used in commercial aquaculture facilities.

3.4.1.1.1 Tank and water outlet system

The tank used for the experimental validation was a square tank with rounded corners which has
been supplied from A-Plast AS. The tank had an outlet pot located at the center and bottom of the
tank. An outlet pipe exited the outlet pot from the side. The outlet pipe ran under the tank towards
one of its corners where it intersected a vertical pipe. The vertical pipe extended to approximately
the upper edge of the tank.

No detailed drawings of the tank were available from the supplier’s website or from the building
documentation at the laboratory. Details of the inlet and outlet pipes were also not available in any
form of documentation, therefore a survey of these was also included in the scope of the work for
the experimental validation.

Accurate measurements of the tank were performed, trying to capture all the relevant dimensions
and geometrical features needed for the elaboration of a 3D model suitable for the simulations.
Significant effort was put into acquiring precise data which would minimize possible uncertainties
related to the geometry used in the CFD simulations. The main survey of the system was performed
in a lapse of 10 days, starting on the 18. February 2019. The measuring process of the tank and
outlet system is described in detail in the Appendix 1: Survey process of studied tank system.

The resultant model and the measured dimensions of the tank, as described in the following sub-
sections, are presented in Appendix 3: Fish Lab Tank - As measured - Rev1.

Details of the outlet pipe resultant model and measured dimensions are shown in Appendix 4:
Outlet Pipe - As measured - Revl.

3.4.1.1.2 Water inlet system

The water inlet system was comprised of a vertical inlet pipe adjacent to one of the tank walls. The
inlet pipe extended downwards from the manifold pipe above the tank. A membrane valve to
control the incoming flow was installed in-line with this inlet pipe.

The position of the incoming pipe was determined by the fixed position of the manifold pipe and its
supports. An inadequate position of the tank relative to the inlet manifold resulted in the situation
where the inlet pipe was bended in place in order to make it go to the desired depth. Permanent
deformation on the pipe was visible probably generated from sitting in a bended position for long
time.
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3.4.1.1.2.1 Original inlet pipe nozzles

The inlet pipe nozzles consisted of 5 holes of various sizes: 5 off 35,9 mm, 1 off @12 mm and 1 off
15,77 mm. This last mentioned hole seemed to have been modified multiple times, therefore
resulting in an oval hole. The different diameters measured of this oval hole were initially averaged
to the value previously presented.

It was visually obvious that the holes were not drilled along the same vertical line nor with the same
angle. The spacing between the holes was also measured to be very variable, from 99 to 104 mm.

The measurements of the hole’s diameters, spacing and location was measured using the Vernier.
Distance between holes center was done by approximating visually the location of the holes center
at the edges (furthest point of contact).

Due to the irregularities expected on the flow coming out of this inlet pipe, the original inlet pipe
was considered not suitable for the replication of the tank in a CFD simulation (Figure 32). A set of
new inlet pipes were therefore fabricated as substitutes.

Figure 32 Original inlet pipe

3.4.1.1.2.2 Inlet pipe nozzles modifications

The original polypropylene (PP) inlet pipe was welded to a flange which was for use specific on the

existing valve. The inlet pipe was cut at enough distance below this welded connection to allow for a
polyvinylchloride (PVC) slip-on pipe connection to be integrated there. Additionally the distance was
calculated so the pipe would enter the tank cover from above providing enough room for the slip-on
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connection to sit under the cover, facilitating the way the whole system could be put back in normal
operation after finishing the experiments.

A new PVC pipe was selected to fabricate the alternative inlet pipe. By using polytetrafluoroethylene
(PTFE) pipe tape between the new PVC pipe and pipe parts, it was possible to modify the inlet
system in an easier way than choosing again PP parts and welding them back together. This also
provided the flexibility to re-modify the system when encountering unforeseeable needed changes.

Additionally, the end-cap on the inlet pipe was changed to a smaller type which would not collide as
badly with the tank’s wall and bend excessively the inlet pipe.

Figure 33 Original inlet pipe configuration vs modified inlet pipe

3.4.1.1.2.2.1 @55 mm nozzles

The first modification tried on the inlet nozzles was to include 5 off @5,5 mm holes instead of the
original sizes.

In order to be able to drill holes in a straight line parallel to the pipes length, a small aluminum angle

profile was firmly supported on the pipe, providing then a fully geometrically determined reference
line which was drawn on the pipe with a pencil.

In order to control that all the holes were drilled at the same angle on the pipe at the bench drill, a
fixture consisting of a steel U-profile and pipe clamps was used (Figure 34).
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Figure 34 fabrication fixture for drilling of nozzle holes

The steel profile was then firmly attached to the bench drill by bolt and nuts, thus minimizing the
vibrations and movements of the pipe while drilling. This allowed for the holes to be drilled in a very
precise way. The holes were deburred externally after drilling with a sharp blade to minimize the
disturbance in the flow.

The hole-spacing in the new fabricated inlet pipes was measured by taking the maximum distance
between holes edges and then subtracting the previously measured hole-diameter. It was then
verified an equal spacing of 100 mm between the holes, while the hole-diameters matched the drill
bit size accurately. The nozzle holes where not distributed among the whole water column, but
rather concentrated at larger depths of the tank. This in contrast with the designs found in the
validation against literature. Details of the inlet pipe modifications are presented in Appendix 5:
Tested position of inlet pipe — Rev1.

The dimension details of the pipe connections (elbows and slip-on connection) were taken from the
supplier’s catalog and used in aiding to model as accurate as possible the details of the inlet pipe
(GPA Flowsystem, 2018a; GPA Flowsystem, 2018b; GPA Flowsystem, 2018c; GPA Flowsystem, 2018d;
GPA Flowsystem, 2018e)

A test run of the laboratory set-up was performed on the 07.03.19. The pressure loss of such small
holes limited drastically the inlet flow, and the maximum flow achieved was in the range of 37 |/min
with a full opening of the inlet valve. It was therefore decided to make larger nozzle holes.

Also a preliminary simulation was also performed (see Cases 23 & 24 in section 3.4.2.1.2) where the
values of water velocity found were in the order of 17 times larger than the values captured by the
velocity meter at the lab. This raised questions on the accuracy of the velocity meter but also helped
to decide to make larger holes in the nozzles to increase the tank flow, hoping then to be able to
measure larger values with the velocity meter.
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3.4.1.1.2.2.2 @10 mm nozzles

It was indicated by the laboratory personnel that an acceptable maximum flow at the tank was in
the order of 50 I/min. A larger flow than this would generate problems of air being sucked in at the
outlet pipe and trapped further down the outlet system.

It was therefore decided to drill holes which would provide the equivalent area of the holes in the
original inlet pipe. It was calculated that these equally sized holes should had a diameter of @9,97
mm. A @10 mm drill bit was then used, following the same measurement and fabrication method as
before. The holes were drilled concentric to the @5,5 mm holes on the same inlet pipe, thus
reducing the amount of work.

This larger holes gave a maximum flow of approximately 74 to 81 |/min with 3 opening turns on the
valve (measured with the in-line flow meter). At the velocity meter an almost constant reading of
00,00 I/min was displayed, indicating the water velocities achieved with this nozzle configuration
were so little that the equipment was not able to measure them.

With this such large water flow it was observed the formation of a large free-vortex, which occurs
when the threshold of flow for an specific tank geometry is exceeded (Oca & Masalo, 2013). This
threshold value was not investigated since it was of greater interest to investigate the forced-vortex-
induced water velocity pattern and the effect of inlet design on it. Thus in order to have higher water
velocities which the meter could register, and a smaller free-vortex, it was decided to modify the
nozzle sizes again for a smaller hole size which could provide higher water velocities with lower total
water flow.

3.4.1.1.2.2.3 @6,5 mm nozzles

In order to maximize the torque generating the forced-vortex with the maximum allowed flow on
the lab system (50 I/min), the impulse force of the nozzle streams was calculated from the
approximation to the impulse force equation, previously seen on Lekang (2007), presented by
Masalo (2013). In this simplified approach, the nozzle velocity is assumed to be much larger than the
average water velocity in the tank, giving the resultant equation:

F; = pQViy

The velocity calculated at the inlet nozzle was in the order of 5 to 6 m/s, thus considered sufficiently
higher than the water velocities inside the tank (in the order of few cm/s) to use this simplification in
the formula. For the solely comparison of magnitude of the resultant force for a particular flow but
with different nozzles sizes, the density was taken out of the equation and only the product of water
flow x inlet velocity was considered. It was assumed an achievable flow of 50 I/min (0,00083 m3/s).
The inlet nozzle velocity was calculated using the cross sectional area of the nozzle hole which would
result from the next available drill bit sizes at the laboratory above 35,5 mm; these being @6 mm
and @6,5 mm.
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Table 1 Impulse force magnitude factors for different inlet nozzle sizes

Inlet pipe diam

of holes [mm] [Area of hole Nozzle Impulse
Case Flow [m~?3/s] (size 1) [mm~2] (size 1) [velocity [m/s] |force/rho ~=QV
Test 0,0008333333 10 78,54 2,122060946 1,76838E-06
Test 0,0006166667 5,5 23,75835| 5,191157355 3,20121E-06
Test 0,0008333333 6 28,2744| 5,894613738 4,91218E-06
Test 0,0008333333 6,5 33,18315| 5,022629457 4,18552E-06

The @6 mm hole diameter was considered still too small to make a difference in the amount of
losses due to friction at the nozzle reduction. This was later confirmed in the lab where a maximum
flow of around 46 I/min (in-line meter reading) was achieved at full opening of the valve with the
@6,5 mm holes.

It could be seen that the new impulse force (magnitude-factor) was more than twice than with the
@10 mm holes (for the same flow) and around 30% larger than with the @5,5mm holes (due to the
limited flow of ~37 |/min in that case).

3.4.1.1.2.3 Inlet pipe positions

Two different inlet pipe positions were evaluated. One consisted on including two 90 degrees PVC
slip-on elbow adaptors to bring the inlet pipe further away from the tank’s walls and evaluate the
effect of changing the position of the inlet pipe towards the center of the tank, see Figure 33.

The second position investigated was actually the original position of the inlet pipe, but using the
newly made inlet pipe with equal nozzle holes of 6,5 mm. Since the modified inlet pipe was
provided also with a smaller end-cap, it was possible to position the pipe closer to the wall without
bending it. While it was still not possible to bring the pipe fully vertical at its original position, only a
small adjustment of few millimeters (*4mm) was necessary to achieve this: the header pipe had to
be moved one position up in its mounting brackets (+26mm). This at the same time changed slightly
the angle of the inlet pipe relative to the vertical and move the end-cap a few millimeters away from
the tank’s wall.

Another alternative was to empty the tank and move it these few millimeters in order to achieve a
full clearance of the end-cap and the tank’s wall. This option was deemed too complicated and it
was decided to accept a small out of verticality of the inlet pipe for this configuration. It was not
possible to visually see this out of verticality, only with the use of the water level.

The inlet pipe was then positioned in place by using two straight slip-on sockets and an intermediate
piece of pipe. The length of the sockets and pipe was checked against that of the previously used
elbows in order to achieve the same overall height of the inlet pipe, Figure 35. Details of the
positioning of the inlet pipe are presented in Appendix 5: Tested positions of inlet pipe — Rev1.
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Figure 35 Inlet pipe positioned adjacent to the wall

3.4.1.2 Water velocity meter

The equipment used to measure the water velocities in the tank (herein “velocity meter”) was
provided in the form of a prototype by LEDO AS. This prototype consisted of a flow meter attached
to an aluminum pole. The flow meter was of the type intended to be used as flowmeter mounted in-
line in a piping systems. The flow meter consisted of a section of pipe with a propeller mounted at
the center of it. By counting the number of turns in the propeller the flow meter is able to calculate
the water flow passing through the pipe.

The velocity meter specifications were not available or inexistent from the supplier. The type and
model of the flow meter used was not possible to be checked on the equipment itself. The area
where this information was displayed was covered and sealed in order to protect the meter from
water ingress. It was therefore unable to confirm the model, but assumed to be the same
component as the flow meter used for measuring total flow win the water tank described in section
3.4.1.3.1. The range of measurements of this flow meter was from 10 to 200 |/min.

A control box, was mounted at the top of the aluminum pole. The box was not secured for water
ingress.

The properties of the plastic used for fabricating this box and the mounting part attached to the flow
meter were not possible to be confirmed by the supplier. Their adequacy of the materials for use in
fish farms was therefore not possible to be verified.

Both the control box and the flow meter were fixed in place by means of plastic strips (zip-ties).
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The control box included of a set of electronics inside (two electronic boards) and a digital screen
pointing outwards through an opening in the box. Parts of the electronics inside were not firmly
attached to the control box. Cables between the two boards were connected using simple cable
connectors without a firm locking mechanism.

A cable coming out of a second opening on the control box provided means to supply power to the
electronics from a 9V (6LR61) battery. The control box had externally a smaller box for allocating the
battery. No means for securing the battery inside its dedicated box were provided.

The exterior of the whole equipment was painted in black. The type of paint used was also not know
and unable to be verified if this was adequate or harmful for fish.

The screen displayed initially the water flow readings in liters per minute with a resolution (displayed
value step) of 0,22 |/min.

3.4.1.2.1 Requested modifications to the water velocity meter

The meter was first available on the 18.02.19 but it was initially equipped with a short pole which
was not long enough for reaching the desired water depths at the tank. It was therefore requested
to be changed for another longer pole. The equipment was received the same day with the extended
pole.

After only being able to take one measurement on the test run (Case 23), the velocity meter
unfortunately fell from a height of approximately 1 m and stopped working. It was noticed that
some of the internal cables were unplugged. The velocity meter was taken back on the 26.02.19 to
the supplier for repairs / reconnecting.

The equipment was collected back on the 04.03.19. Based on input previously given to the supplier,
all of the electronics were now securely attached to the control box and no more cable connections
between the electronic components were visible.

Non-requested additional modifications were also performed on the velocity meter. These included
the inclusion of an ON/OFF switch and a permanently connected battery located loose inside the
control box. This battery seemed to be of the same type as the ones used in old mobile telephones.

After using the equipment for measuring on Case 23, it suddenly stopped working again. It was
taken again back for repair on the 11.03.19 The reason why the meter had stopped working this last
time was that it became too low in power.

The velocity meter was collected fixed on the 15.03.19. The battery had been removed and instead a
short USB cable connection was provided in order to directly connect it to a 5V power supply. A
mobile telephone adapter to convert from 240V AC to 5V DC was also supplied.

Due to the electric shock hazard of having a 240V cord extension above the water tank, an extension
cable for USB was also requested that day and provided immediately. This allowed for the AC
current supply to not be above water level and instead to be in the vicinity of the tank at the floor
level.

It was informed that the velocity meter was now made to display instead of water flow values in
I/min, to display velocity values in m/s. The diameter used for this calculation was of 43mm.

The own measurements taken on the equipment were an inlet diameter of $46,26 mm and @43,80
mm at the outlet side (both measurements taken at the outer most edge). The plastic enclosure of
the flow meter is apparently fabricated be injection molding, therefore having partition lines
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characteristic of the molding process and draft angles to aid the expulsion from the mold. Due to
these draft angles, the interior of the flow meter is not of a constant diameter. This represented an
additional source of inaccuracy for the conversion of units from flow to velocity units (I/min to m/s).

The inside diameter at the center of the meter (where the propeller is located) was not possible to
be measured with the available measuring tools.

The diameter used by the supplier to convert from flow to velocity units was considered not
sufficiently accurate and only an unnecessary source of error in the measurements. Also since (as
experienced in Case 23) the measurements displayed were very low in magnitude (ranging from 0,44
to 0,89 I/min), it was requested to set back the meter to display again water flow but now in
liters/hr. By doing this it was possible to gain one decimal in the readings when converting manually
to I/min; for example 0,222 |/min instead of 0,22 |/min originally displayed. No improvements were
really attained in the resolution of the measurements by doing this: the values displayed had the
equivalent value steps than before. This raised the suspicion that the equipment was not designed
to measure such small flow regimes.

3.4.1.2.2 Own modifications to the water velocity meter

Some modifications on the velocity meter were made by the author in order to suit better the needs
for the experiments. These are described in the following sub-sections.

3.4.1.2.2.1 Assembly clamps

In order to provide a firmer grip which could guarantee the position (vertically and angle-wise) of the
meter when facing the water flow and possible misalighments due to handling, the plastic strips (zip-
ties) were replaced with two stainless steel hose clamps, see Figure 36. Some pieces of plastic hose
were also included under the clamp in order to provide an adequate diameter for the clamp,
improve the grip on the aluminum pole and to avoid damage on the equipment when tightening the
clamps.

3.4.1.2.2.2 Water depth markings

In order to determine the water depth at which the velocity meter was placed, the pole was marked
with red electric tape every 100 mm from the center of the meter and upwards to a total of 800 mm.
The tape was applied two times because it was noted the paint on the aluminum pole peeled off
easily with the first tape application. This method of applying the tape over the bare aluminum pole
increased the visibility of the markings.
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Figure 36 Self-made modifications to the water velocity meter

3.4.1.2.2.3 Mounting clamps

Mounting clamps were also provided with the equipment. These were of the type used for wood
construction to keep parts together temporarily under construction. These have been previously
modified with a hole along the slider part. A pipe clamp was attached at this hole. These clamps
were used to design a new mounting method for the equipment and keep it in a fixed and stable
position while taking measurements inside the water tank.

The two clamps were installed along the aluminum pole. The lower clamp provided a tight grip
against the aluminum pole, while the upper clamp provided a slightly looser fit, allowing it to slide
up and down while still providing a sufficient support sideways.

3.4.1.3 Preparations for measuring the tank’s water flow

3.4.1.3.1 In-line arrangement with flowmeter

A flow meter, assumed to be of the same type that the one used in the velocity meter, was also later
provided under request for the experiments. The manufacturer of the flow meter was Sea. The
meter was a YF-DN50 model, with a specified working range of 10-200 I/min and a water pressure
rating of P< 1,75 MPa.

The flow meter was supplied with a factory control and display unit. This box displayed the water
flow in I/min. A 19V +/- 8 V DC power supply was needed to operate unit. A computer adaptor of
suitable power output was modified by the supplier and connected directly to the power supply of
the unit.

Due to the associated risks of working with 240V AC near water measurements, a large plastic box
was used as a shield and platform solution. In here were allocated most of the AC connections while
serving also the function of support surface for the control and display unit.

A pipe arrangement starting from the upper T-pipe connection (described in section 0) was included
in order to place this flow meter and have live readings of the tank’s water flow.
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The threaded connections on both ends of the flow meter were connected to thread-to-pipe
adaptors, making it possible to build the rest of the system with only slip-on adaptors and pipe
segments.

Due to the nature of the outlet system design, air is constantly introduced into the outlet system at
the upper T-pipe connection. In order to minimize the effect of the air in the flow readings, the flow
meter was mounted on a positively inclined section of this arrangement at 45 degrees.

A secondary air-venting pipe configuration was included after the flow meter in order to avoid an
air-lock situation at the crest of the siphon shaped arrangement.

Figure 37 In-line flow meter set-up

3.4.1.3.2 Arrangement for manual flow measurements

The manual flow measurements were taken following the well-known bucket and stop-clock
principle. This method has been previously used by the author while taking laboratory courses at the
university and recommended also by the laboratory personnel as an accurate enough, reliable and
convenient method.

The in-line flow meter arrangement was made in such a way that the locations of the pipe
connections would allow for easier manual flow measurements. It was possible to redirect the flow
from going into the main outlet header and into the bucket rapidly, with ease and minimizing the
water splashing. This is believed to have provided reliable measurements as well as a safer working
environment.
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Figure 38 Demonstration of the manual water flow measurements

3.4.1.4 Data sampling

3.4.1.4.1 Tank flow samplings

The data sampling for the validation against experimental data was performed in two periods. The
first period consisted of three days, where measurements at 6 different positions within the tank
were done each day. The dates of the measurements from the first period were 15.03, 16.03 and
18.03 of the year 2019.

The second period was used to evaluate the alternative inlet nozzle size with the inlet pipe
positioned at its original position. The second period consisted of four days, where between 4 and
seven measurements were taken per day. The dates of the second sampling period were from the
05.04 to the 08.04 of the same year.

While the inlet configuration and valve opening were the same among the days in each period, small
variations in the flow measured (and water level on the tank) were observed.

The RAS system of the laboratory can provide a constant flow and pressure determined by the
height of the main inlet tank. Nevertheless the measurement of the flow in the experimental tank
was performed every day of the experiments period in order to register possible changes in the flow
due to different operational scenarios at the laboratory; including possibly changes in the amount of
tanks operating, changes in valve opening at each of the other tanks sharing the same RAS system,
etc.

44 Andrés Castro Herrera | NMBU



Before starting the measurements of water velocity inside the tank, the total water flow was
measured using the two means of flow measurement: in-line meter and bucket with stop-clock.

The first day of experiments the inlet valve was slowly fully opened (to avoid damage on the pipe or
valve itself) and then allowed 1 hour for the water level and flow to stabilize before performing the
measurements. The valve was left open for the consecutive days.

First the in-line flow meter display was observed and the minimum and maximum values displayed
in the lapse of a minute were registered. The difference in the values was divided in half and added
to the minimum value to find the median value. This method was selected due to the high variations
observed in the flow displayed by the meter. A different value was displayed approximately every
second with no apparent trend. It was nevertheless decided to continue to use and register the in-
line meter in order to have two references for flow and to evaluate the performance of this flow
meter arrangement at the outlet.

It was then proceeded to perform the bucket and stop-clock. A 20 liters bucket was previously
calibrated with 20 kg of water measured at the laboratory balance. Red electric tape markings were
applied at the water level at two locations along the circumference of the bucket.

Figure 39 Bucket calibration for manual flow measurements

The bucket was then placed in a location besides the outlet pipe where the modified outlet
preparation could be easily and rapidly moved from its operational position to redirect the flow into
the bucket. The edge of the bucket was placed almost in contact with the outlet pipe so the transfer
time and splashing were minimized.

The stop-clock from a mobile phone was used for the measurements. The phone was positioned on
top of one of the low step-on ladders to have easy access to it. The stop clock was started and let it
to progress until 10 seconds were reached. At this moment the outlet pipe was redirected into the

bucket.

The stop-clock was stopped when the water reached the markings on the bucket. The outlet pipe
was then repositioned to its original position returning the water flow into the main outlet header.
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The water from the bucket was returned to the tank by using a smaller bucket to minimize the
weight to be lifted on each occasion. The remaining water in the bucket was then returned to the
tank and the measuring bucket shaken empty and let facing down for a minimum of a minute before
starting a new measurement.

The registered value on the stop-clock was written down in the sampling sheet and verified two
times before proceeding with repeating the measurement. Each of the time measurements was
registered in both the total time (as displayed in the clock) and the actual filling time by subtracting
the initial 10 seconds waited before redirecting the outlet flow.

The measurements were repeated 5 times. The average (filling) time from each day was used to
calculate the tank flow (in liters per minute) considered for that day. This flow measurements was
the one used in the CFD simulations.

The calculations of average time and resultant flow from this method as well as the flow median
calculation for the in-line meter were performed in an XL spreadsheet.

3.4.1.4.2 Water level measurements

The water level at the tank varied according to the water flow going through the tank. Four
measurements from the tanks edge to the water level were taken; one at each tank wall on its
middle part.

The measurements were taken by using the 90 degrees angle tool and introducing it slowly into the
water until the other end became in full contact with the tank’s top flange, thus taking a vertical
measurement towards the water surface. The measurements were read from the downstream side
of the tool by looking at the level where the tool became wet on that side.

The values were averaged to determine the current water level for that day and later used in the
simulations.

3.4.1.4.3 Velocity readings

After the water flow measurements were performed, the velocity meter was positioned at the
sampling location following the methodology described in Appendix 2: Methodology for positioning
of the water velocity meter at the desired sampling points. It was then allowed for the system to run
for a minimum of 62 minutes in order for the flow to stabilize. This waiting time was based on the
first calculated hydraulic retention time of the tank given the specific water level and water flow.

The waiting time between re-positioning of the velocity meter for a different location on the same
day was of minimum 30 minutes. This considering that the re-positioning of the meter, slowly and
cautiously done every time, did not disturb the flow pattern as much as when returning the water
from the buckets into the tank.

Measurements were registered every 15 seconds for each sampling position. The first day this of
sampling this was done for a lapse of 2 minutes for a total of 9 measurements at each position. For
the consecutive days the samplings were taken every 15 seconds for a period of 4 minutes, thus
increasing the statistical sample size from 9 to 17 readings at each location.

The previously prepared sampling sheets contained empty fields to register the total amount of
readings of each water flow displayed. The range of values experienced went from 0 to 106,56 I/hr
(1,776 I/min). The value step displayed (resolution of the velocity meter) was of 13,32 I/hr (0,222
I/min), resulting in a manageable number of columns in the sampling sheet and values to be
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monitored. The total number of readings of each magnitude was used to find the average value
between the readings.

An additional column to register any displayed error in measurements was also included. While
during the actual measurements no errors were displayed, previously the meter had displayed the
warning “error” in the preliminary evaluations (case 23) and therefore included in the sampling
sheet.

Three columns for registering the time of repositioning, time of start of sampling and time for ending
of sampling were also included. Additional information such as location and name of the sampling
position, fields and aids for taking the flow and water level measurements and space for notes were
also included in the sampling sheet and presented in Appendix 6: Sampling Sheet — Rev2.

The velocity meter displayed a reading approximately every second. The magnitude among
consecutive readings did not show any apparent trend, but instead seemed to jump from one value
to another very different one every time. For example, it could go from 0 to 39,96 (I/hr), then back
to zero again, to later display 26,64, jumping up to 79,92 and returning immediately to zero. This
early indicated the meter was operating far below its design range and therefore not able to capture
the water flow in a correct way.

The approach taken of taking multiple readings at same time intervals was in an attempt to try to
take as much readings as manually possible, while at the same time randomizing the effect of the
highly variable values.

3.4.1.4.4 Access and safety

Access for positioning the velocity meter at the measuring points was achieved by placing a wooden
beam at the corner of the tank from which the measurement location was more accessible. This
beam was secured in place by a tightening clamp.

Two short step-on ladders were used to climb onto the tank and on top of the access beam. Care
was taken to use slow and controlled movements and to avoid carrying tools or equipment while
climbing or descending. This allowed to use both hands for ensuring a good grip towards the
adjacent solid structures, such as tank edges, pipe support mounting brackets and wall. Pipes,
valves, center section of the adjacent tank cover, electrical connections, cable channels and other
non-sturdy structures were avoided as means of support or balance, Figure 40.
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Figure 40 Access beam

As mentioned previously, the AC current electrical connections were protected by a plastic box from
water splashing from above and from the sides, while also providing an elevated surface to avoid
any water contact of possible spilled water on the floor. This proved to be of a useful precaution
when, during taking manual water flow measurements, a pipe became loose and water was splashed
over the top and sides of the box, leaving the electrical connections fully dry (see Figure 37).

3.4.2 CFD model

3.4.2.1 Preliminary simulations for fine tuning of the simulation parameters

3.4.2.1.1 Case 21 and Case 22 — Idealized flow/ 3D geometry check

Case 21 was used to simulate preliminary the modelled laboratory fish tank with an idealized water
flow of 50 I/min and evaluate the selected simulation settings, such as the selected flow condition
settings applied on the laboratory tank 3D geometry.

A warning regarding a vortex crossing the pressure opening was experienced this time but at the
outlet opening. The outlet pipe was terminated at the tank water surface level, something that was
understood could trigger the warning due to the relatively complex flow pattern at this location
combined with short pipe distance above this point.

The 3D model was therefore modified to include a longer section of pipe above the water surface
level, while still maintaining the environmental pressure setting at the water level.

Case 22 was run to confirm this geometrical solution with positive results, meaning the warning was
no longer displayed and the simulation displayed the expected flow behavior.
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The total number of cells with the selected mesh refinement settings was of 788,627.

3.4.2.1.2 Case 23 and Case 24 — First laboratory measurement / inlet nozzle @5,5 mm

Case 23 considered the water flow measured on the 07.03.19 of 33,749 |/min when using the 35,5
mm nozzle holes. Only one position (1HT) was measured with the velocity meter because, as
previously mentioned, the low velocities registered and displayed by the velocity meter triggered
modifications on the inlet nozzles.

The meshing was more refined that in cases 21 and 22. The total number of cells with the selected
mesh settings was of 2,029,383 from which 1,071,772 were in contact with solid surfaces.

While running Case 23, the computer at the classroom stop responding due to high processing
efforts and the software crashed. The result files automatically stored in the project folders were
checked but it was found that almost no progress had been achieved at the goal convergence.

Case 24 was created to run Case 23 again in its totality. Case 23 and Case 24 settings are therefore
identical.

The time it took for the software to create the mesh and solve the simulation was of 4 hours and 53
minutes.

The average flow readings from the velocity meter were of 0,6675 |/min. By considering the cross
sectional area of the meter, this value was converted to a velocity reading of 0,6619 cm/s.

For this preliminary simulation the velocity meter was included as part of the 3D model. It was
observed that the aluminum pole, as well as the velocity meter itself deformed the water flow
pattern around and inside them.

The total velocity found in the simulation at a point located at the center of the modelled velocity
meter was found to be 11,571 cm/s, while the velocity in the z-direction was of 11,566 cm/s.

While the ratio of magnitudes between the simulated velocity against the laboratory measurement
was of 17,4812 (a difference of 1648%), it was useful to know that the total velocity simulated inside
the flow meter was very much the same as the velocity in the z-direction, something that confirmed
the simulation represented what could be expected in reality inside the velocity meter.

3.4.2.1.3 Case 25 —Test of laminar flow settings

Since the velocity estimations in CFD compared to the measured velocities were considered
disappointing from Case 24, Case 25 was created to test the use of Laminar & Turbulent Flow as
compared to Turbulent Only previously used. This in order to asses if the laminar component in the
simulation settings would improve the results due to some concerns that the k-epsilon turbulent
model used by the software (SOLIDWORKS-Corp., 2018b) “could not be integrated all the way to the
wall” as previously discussed by An et al. (2018) (making reference to a work from Moukalled et al.
(2016) which was not possible to find from the university library resources).

The simulation took 4 hours and 45 minutes to be solved, meaning the inclusion of the laminar
component was not a significant factor in the computational efforts. Nevertheless the
CFD/laboratory measurements velocities ratio was further increased to 17,83. It was then decided to
continue with Turbulent Only settings for the main simulations.
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3.4.2.1.4 Case 26 — Test of roughness settings

Case 26 was created identical to case 24 but with the addition of roughness at the solid surfaces. A
value of 2,5 um was used for this purpose.

The computational time to solve the simulation was of 4 hours and 42 minutes, also indicating not
significant additional computational efforts to solve for roughness.

The ratio between velocities from CFD and laboratory measurements was of 17,4894,

3.4.2.1.5 Case 27 — Adjustment of turbulence settings

Due to the high difference ratio between the CFD estimated velocities against the laboratory
measurements, it was decided to modify the initial turbulence parameters from the software-
suggested values (2% in turbulence intensity and 0,015125 m of turbulence length) to the values
used in the validation against An et al. (2018), which were already performed at the time and had
proven to result in a better prediction of the water velocities (turbulence intensity: 5%, turbulence
length: 0,0035 m).

Additionally a mesh refinement around the velocity meter was included for this case which was not
included from Cases 23/24 to 26. The mesh refinement previously included at the nozzles holes was
removed for this case while the boundary layer refinement was increased.

The computational time to solve the simulation was of 6 hours and 46 minutes. The resulting
simulated velocities on Case 27 (for position 1HT) showed a decrease in the order of 1 cm/s.,
something that at the time was considered significant but unsure if should be attributed to the
change in turbulence parameters or the mesh settings.

It was therefore decided to continue with the modified turbulence settings for the final calculation
but it was decided to include again the mesh refinement at the inlet nozzles.

3.4.2.2 Final simulations

In both of the sampling periods, the flow measurements showed variations among the different
days. Initially it was considered to make one simulation for each sampling day in order to account for
the variations in the water flow at the laboratory.

On Case 23 it was observed that the inclusion of the velocity meter was properly described by the
simulation with regards to the deflection in the flow pattern. Nevertheless, accounting for how
much the velocity meter would disturb the flow for each sampling configuration meant that, the
number of simulations should equal the number of samplings; making the simulating and processing
of data a very complicated, time-consuming and an extenuating task.

Nevertheless, in order to be able to evaluate the velocity profile along the whole width and depth of
the tank, it was later decided to make instead one simulation for each period (and inlet pipe
configuration). They were performed considering the average water flow from the flow
measurements performed at each day of the sampling period.

The nomenclature of the simulations reflects the initial plan of having one simulation for each
sampling day. Each sampling day corresponds to a simulation case number. For the first period,
Cases 30, 31 and 32 represent the 3 days of sampling in this period. For the second period, Cases 34,
35, 36 and 37 represent the 4 days of sampling.
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3.4.2.2.1 3D models & dimensions

Two simulations for day 1 of the first sampling period were created, one including the velocity meter
and one without it. These were named “Case 30” and “Case 30 without velocity meter”. This would
provide the basis to evaluate how much the inclusion of the velocity meter affected the resultant
simulated velocities when compared against a simulation were the velocity meter was not included.
For all the other final simulations the velocity meter was not included.

3.4.2.2.2 Meshing

An automatically-generated structured grid model of hexahedral cells was used. The mesh settings
used for the final simulations were readjusted trying to provide a good balance between
computational time and enough refinement at boundary layer. Note that the amount of cells differs
from the one including the velocity meter and the rest of the simulations where this is not included.

The total amount of fluid cells, for the single simulation considering the velocity meter, was of
2,114,024 from which 1,072,450 were in contact with solids.

For the rest of the simulations (not including the velocity meter) the resultant total number of fluid
cells was of 2,057,365 and the number of cells contacting solids of 1,045,030, see Figure 41, Figure
43, Figure 44, Figure 45 and Figure 46.
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Figure 41 Meshing cut view — Cases without velocity meter — all cases
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Figure 42 Meshing detail at tank's wall and bottom — all cases
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Figure 43 Meshing details at tank’s corner at water surface level —all cases
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Figure 44 Meshing details at velocity meter — Case 30 with velocity meter

Figure 45 Meshing details at inlet pipe — all cases
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Figure 46 Meshing details at outlet grating — all cases

3.4.2.2.3 Turbulence parameters

For both of the simulation cases (with or without the velocity meter), the turbulence parameters
used for the initial conditions were: turbulence intensity of 5% with a turbulence length of 0,0035m;
while for the Inlet Volume Flow a turbulence intensity of 2% and turbulence length of 0,015125 m
(software recommended) were used. Turbulent only flow was selected based on the experience
from Case 25 on the overall effect on the results when using a combined laminar and turbulent flow.
It is also understood that the flow that occurs in aquaculture tanks is of a turbulent nature, besides
deep in the boundary layer (An et al., 2018; Gorle et al., 2019; Oca & Masalo, 2013).

3.4.2.2.4 Position and type of goals

Velocity Goals and Velocity Goals in the z-direction were created at 18 locations along the xy-plane,
thus matching the sampling positions at the laboratory.

The location of these evaluation points along the x-axis was at a ratio x/R of +/-0,25, +/- 0,5 and +/-
0,89; R being the tank’s width measured at the top of the tank. While R was measured pretty
accurately to 1m, this way of representing the measurement positions as a ratio of x/R allows for
better comparison among flow behavior of tanks of different size.

The vertical position of the samplings was defined as the water depth to the center of the velocity
meter, these being 100 mm, 300 mm and 600 mm.

The nomenclature used for the sampling points is a modified version of the recommendations done
by Lekang (2007) in his book. The number on the code name represents the ring level (when seen
from the top) of the measuring position, being 1 the outer most ring and 3 the inner most ring. The
first letter on the code name represents the sector or quadrant where the sample is taken, for this
case left and right quadrants were utilized (in Norwegian V=Venstre=Left; H=H@yre=Right). The
second letter of the code name represents the water depth of the measurement location, being
T=Top, M=Middle and B=Bottom.
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Figure 47 Sampling points at +/- 0,25; 0,5 and 0,89 x/R and water depth of 100, 300 and 600 mm

The goals selected for convergence where those corresponding to the sampled positions of each
particular day, for example, for Case 30 six sampling positions where used for the solution
convergence, while for combined Case 30-32 simulation all 18 sampling points helped for the
convergence of the solution.

The water level measured was used to update the simulations accordingly. An extra configuration
was added in the simulations to determine only the tank volume (without considering the volume
inside the outlet pipe) and used for calculating the hydraulic retention time. The actual flow
calculations considered the flow extending all the way to the outlet pipe as shown in the meshing
section.
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Figure 48 Fluid volume considered for calculating the hydraulic retention time

Figure 49 Fluid volume considered for the flow simulations
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4 Results

4.1 Validation against An et al. (2018)

4.1.1 Main simulation

The computational time required to solve the simulation was of 3:54:24 [hr:min:s]. The flow
trajectories captured from the CFD simulation for the selected tank to be replicated are presented in
Figure 50. These were found to be very similar to those encountered by An et al. (2018), where the
kinetic energy from the inlet flow is effectively utilized to create the rotating flow and dissipating
gradually towards the center of the tank. From the visualization of water velocities and flow pattern,
an increase in the rotational energy is seemingly experienced again near the center of the tank.
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Figure 50 Flow trajectories - validation against An et al. (2018)
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Figure 51 Flow trajectories from simulation by An et al. (2018) - Extracted from An et al. (2018)

Also visible in An et al.(2018) CFD simulations (reproduced on Figure 51), this could possibly be
explained as the result of the free-vortex at the inner third section of the tank created by the
outgoing flow (Oca & Masalo, 2013).

The CFD simulated total velocities and the calculated horizontal velocities as well as the laboratory
measurements performed by An et al. are presented in Table 2. The horizontal velocities from the
CFD velocities estimated from An et al. are also presented in the table for comparison purposes of
the accuracy between simulation approaches.

Table 2 Horizontal velocities - Validation against An et al. (2018)

Horizontal
Sampling Horizontal [Horizontal | Std Dev. |Velocity An [Relative |Relative
position Velocity |Velocity LAB (+/-) |etal. CFD |error An |error CFD vs
name |Goal Name Averaged Value [CFD [cm/s]|LAB [cm/s] | [cm/s] |[cm/s] etal. [%] [LAB [%]
a1 |BGVelodty (X) 7 25,74579232) . 515833 29 26 31,7 |9,310345| -11,221266
PG Velocity (2) 7 0,045690337
py  |[PGVelocity (X) 8 25,688027491 5 cog137 34 14 36,1 | 6176471 | -24,4466569
PG Velocity (Z) 8 -0,074890737
ps PG Velocity (X) 25,862509221 .5 o6 649 36 3 37,7 | 4,722222| -28,1593084
PG Velocity (2) 9 -0,085022664
p; |G Velocity (X) 10 -26,94016761 ¢ 451455 28 2 30,4 |8571429| -3,74826826
PG Velocity (2) 10 | -0,745657752
py |[pGVelocity (X)11 | -26,73537663) ¢ ocrr 30 12 2 6,666667 | -10,8779866
PG Velocity (Z) 11 |  -0,256184931
By |coVelocity (X)12 | -26,25856528| . ). 32 2 33,6 5 | -17,9369521
PG Velocity (Z) 12 0,290786532
6,741189| -16,0650731|Average

The estimated error was calculated in the same way as it was calculated by An et al. (2018). The
equation describing this calculation is as follows:

(VCFD — Vias

x 100
Viap )
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Where the horizontal velocity measured at the laboratory was subtracted from the estimated CFD
horizontal velocity and the result then divided on the laboratory horizontal velocity. This all was later

multiplied by 100 to show the results as a percentage. The same approach was used for finding the
relative error in the other simulation cases against literature and against own laboratory

measurements.

It was noted that one of the calculated errors presented by An et al. (2018) was done not in
accordance with the rest of the presented values, and therefore corrected on Table 2 (indicated with
a red triangle at the corner). The wrongly presented value was of 4,76, corresponded to the
difference between values divided by the CFD velocity instead of the LAB velocity.

It can be seen from the tables that the accuracy of the estimates from the own CFD simulation
deviates further near the bottom of the tank, contrary to what was experienced by An et al. (2018)

where their estimations deviated more closer to the water surface.

There was not sufficient samples from the literature to evaluate how the predictions of flow behave
along the radius of the tank. It is nevertheless possible to see that the predictions of the own CFD
simulation are better at the B side of the tank, being this the first measuring points downstream of
the inlet pipe position.

4.1.2 Results from the variation on boundary layer conditions

The required to solve the simulation was of 2:22:21 [hr:min:s] (Note: the meshing process was run as
a separate operation therefore the simulation solving time does not include the time previously

spent on meshing). The effect on the overall accuracy of the CFD estimations when using Real Wall
condition at the tank’s wall and bottom is presented in Table 3.

Table 3 Horizontal velocities with use of Real Wall

Horizontal
Sampling Horizontal ([Velocity An [Std Dev. |Relative
position Velocity my |et al. LAB LAB (+/-) |error CFD vs
name [Goal Name Averaged Value |CFD [cm/s] |[cm/s] [cm/s] |LAB [%]
AL PG Velocity (X) 7 25,74043522
PG Velocity (Z2) 7 0,055124158| 25,7404942 29 26 -11,239675
A2 PG Velocity (X) 8 25,67479362
PG Velocity (Z) 8 -0,068938002| 25,6748862 34 14 -24,48562891
A3 PG Velocity (X) 9 25,84922307
PG Velocity (Z) 9 -0,089146324| 25,8493768 36 3 -28,19617557
B1 PG Velocity (X) 10 -26,95006241
PG Velocity (Z) 10 -0,750677718| 26,9605152 28 22 -3,712445643
gy |PGVelocity (X) 11 -26,73059854
PG Velocity (Z) 11 -0,272933452| 26,7319919 30 12 -10,89336032
gs  |PGVelocity (X) 12 -26,23530653
PG Velocity (Z) 12 0,297351552| 26,2369916 32 2 -18,00940133
-16,0894478

Average

It can be seen that the use of Real Wall affected the accuracy of the results only in the range of
decimals of percentage. As mentioned earlier, it was therefore decided not to use this approach on
the other simulations and considered not as necessary in order to make use of the Two-Scale Wall
functions (2SWF) in the software.
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4.2 Validation against Gorle et al. (2019)

4.2.1 Main simulation

The computational time required to solve the main simulation (Case 28) was of 0:19:28 [hr:min:s].
The resultant CFD water velocity streamline profiles at the yz-plane are presented in Figure 52.

velosity [crmis]

Cut Plot 1: contours
Cut Plot 2: contours
Flow Trajectories 1
Flow Trajectories 2

Figure 52 Water velocities - streamline profile at yz-plane

Figure 53 and Figure 54 show the streamline profiles at the xy-plane and sampling plane (z=1,5 m)
respectively.
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Figure 53 Water velocities - streamline profiles at xy-plane
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Figure 54 Water velocities - streamline profiles at the sampling plane (z=1,5m)

As can be seen in the streamline profiles at the sampling plane, the amount of secondary vortices in
the flow are reduced at this position, as most of the flow in the projection corresponds to the main
columnar vortex. This further depicted in Figure 55.

The position of the projection plane is therefore important for being able to make conclusions and
eventual design decisions based on them; as the represented vortex could only be a very local
feature in the overall flow pattern. This was tried to be visually explained in Figure 55 where the
vortex at the top left of the picture corresponds to a relatively small local variation in the flow
pattern when the water is approaching the inlet pipe.
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Figure 55 Water velocities - streamline profiles at sampling plane and flow trajectories, isometric view.

Andrés Castro Herrera |[NMBU 61



The features recognizable in a streamline profile will depend on the time in the analysis where these
are taken for a time-dependent analysis (as the one performed by Gorle et al. (2019)). The
streamline profiles created for this work correspond to the steady-state flow conditions.

In order to be able to compare numerically the results of the own CFD simulation against the
experimental measurements performed by Gorle et al. (2019), it was necessary to extract the data
from the graphs presented in their work. This was done by inserting pictures of the graphs in a 2D
drawing and projecting lines from the points in the graphs towards the x-axis and y-axis. The
measured dimensions in the drawing were used to calculate by triangulation the water velocities (y-
axis) and the x/R position of the samplings (x-axis). These values were tabulated and new graphs
generated.

Figure 56 exemplifies how the data for the y=0,17h samplings was extracted from the graphs. The
solid lines and dimensions to the left correspond to the measured velocities. An automatic curve
passing above all of the measured velocities was also drawn. The dotted lines to the right
correspond to the +/- 0,25, +/- 0,5 and +/- 0,75 x/R values and its intersection point on the drawn
curve (also the position of the evaluated goals on the CFD simulations). The drawing used for
extraction of the data with the corresponding graphs for y=0,17h; y=0,43h and y=0,68h are
presented in Appendix 7: Gorle et al. (2019) graphs for data extraction — Rev3.
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Figure 56 Method for determining numerically the laboratory measurements from graphs in Gorle et al. (2019).
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The extracted numerical values, including the minimum and second maximum standard deviations
found at each sampling level, the standard deviation at the center of the tank (found maximum for
all cases) and the predicted values from the CFD simulations are presented in Table 4, Table 5 and
Table 6.

It was not clearly specified if the velocities measured at the tank by Gorle et al. (2019) were done
before or after the modifications on the outlet casing were performed. These modifications
consisted on rectangular cut-outs which diverted the flow from fully passing through the four small
pipes, to be split between the small pipes and the cut-outs at the top of the outlet column. The CFD
evaluations performed in this work does not consider these cut-outs in the outlet casing.

Table 4 Numerical data extracted from graphs on Gorle et al. (2019) for y=0,17h

y=0,17h Bottom
min max
y 0 189
Corresponding
Velocity 20 60 40 Difference
X -101 102 101,5 Absolute Average
Corresponding
x/R -1 1
X | x/R | y Velocity |Case 28 [Case 29 |Case 33
-95 -0,93596 122 45,82011
-84 -0,82759 72 35,2381
-0,75 68 34,39153 24,20588 22,60521 24,17714
-70 -0,68966 68 34,39153
-56 -0,55172 74 35,66138
-0,5 78 36,50794 22,54709 21,79286 22,40586
-42  -0,41379 86 38,20106
-28 -0,27586 98 40,74074
-0,25 101 41,37566 20,47783 20,7437 20,67522
-14 -0,13793 111 43,49206
0 0 85 37,98942 17,92948 18,17401 18,24209
13 0,128079 88 38,62434
0,25 91 39,25926 18,78813 18,60676 18,98019
28 0,275862 90 39,04762
41 0,403941 81 37,14286
0,5 80 36,93122 21,5592 22,2513 21,77193
56 0,551724 79 36,71958
69 0,679803 76 36,08466
0,75 82 37,3545 27,10745 25,18624 27,95227
83 0,817734 107 42,6455
94 0,926108 122 45,82011
Min Std Dev. Range 18 1,904762 Std Dev (Range /2)
Max Std Dev. Range 69 7,301587 Std Dev (Range /2)
Center Std Dev. Range 76 8,042328 Std Dev (Range /2)
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Table 5 Numerical data extracted from graphs on Gorle et al. (2019) for y=0,43h

y=0,43h Middle
min max
y 0 188
Corresponding
Velocity 20 60 40 Difference
X -101 102 101,5 Absolute Average
Corresponding
x/R -1 1
X | x/R | y Velocity |Case 28 [Case 29 |Case 33
-95 -0,93596 107 42,76596
-85 -0,83744 85 38,08511
-0,75 81 37,23404 25,55487 21,74726 25,70885
-69 -0,6798 80 37,02128
-56 -0,55172 81 37,23404
-0,5 84 37,87234 23,54625 22,72047 23,42192
-41 -0,40394 94 40
-28 -0,27586 106 42,55319
-0,25 106 42,55319 20,29899 21,00573 20,45292
-13 -0,12808 83 37,65957
0 0 45 29,57447 17,17617 17,75004 17,45288
14 0,137931 85 38,08511
0,25 108 42,97872 19,11699 19,39532 19,32685
28 0,275862 108 42,97872
42 0,413793 93 39,78723
0,5 85 38,08511 20,9224 22,29117 21,15084
56 0,551724 83 37,65957
70 0,689655 90 39,14894
0,75 104 42,12766 23,75452 25,47271 23,99343
84 0,827586 119 45,31915
96 0,945813 118 45,10638
Min Std Dev. Range 19 2,021277 Std Dev (Range /2)
Max Std Dev. Range 73 7,765957 Std Dev (Range /2)
Center Std Dev. Range 84  8,93617 Std Dev (Range /2)
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Table 6 Numerical Data extracted from graphs on Gorle et al. (2019) for y=0,68h

y=0,68h Top
min
y 0 189
Corresponding
Velocity 20 60 40 Difference
X -101 101 101 Absolute Average
Corresponding
x/R -1 1
X | x/R | Velocity [Case 28 |Case 29 |Case 33
-95 -0,94059 116 44,55026
-84 -0,83168 110 43,28042
-0,75 86 38,20106 27,10198 22,0397 26,62735
-70 -0,69307 78 36,50794
-56 -0,55446 86 38,20106
-0,5 94 39,89418 22,6158 25,23254 22,6024
-42 -0,41584 109 43,06878
-28 -0,27723 114 44,12698
-0,25 113 43,91534 19,42426 20,94841 19,50145
-14 -0,13861 99 40,95238
0 0 68 34,39153 16,28206 16,67618 16,4378
14 0,138614 93 39,68254
0,25 104 42,01058 19,81311 20,67087 20,10898
28 0,277228 104 42,01058
42 0,415842 96 40,31746
0,5 87 38,4127 22,00993 22,52285 22,17783
56 0,554455 84 37,77778
70 0,693069 113 43,91534
0,75 118 44,97354 23,56787 26,46769 23,42687
84 0,831683 120 45,39683
95 0,940594 121 45,60847
Min Std Dev. Range 22 2,328042 Std Dev (Range /2)
Max Std Dev. Range 66 6,984127 Std Dev (Range /2)
Center Std Dev. Range 94  9,94709 Std Dev (Range /2)

Andrés Castro Herrera |[NMBU

65



The plotted values of the water velocities measured by Gorle et al. (2019) at the three different
water depths are compared against the estimated CFD water velocities from Case 28 in Figure 57.

CFD Case 28 vs. Gorle et al. laboratory measurements
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Figure 57 Gorle et. al. (2019) laboratory measurements vs. CFD water velocities

The CFD simulations estimated water velocities of lesser magnitude than those measured by Gorle
et al. (2019). While an exhaustive comparison for each measured velocity was not performed due to
the laborious and potentially inaccurate task of extracting from the presented graphs the measured
standard deviations for each sample, it can be observed that the CFD velocities differed in around
two times the maximum standard deviation of the measuring equipment utilized by Gorle et al.
(2019). When looking at the CFD simulations from the paper, their estimated water velocity values
fell within one standard deviation from the measured values and were considered by them as a
“quality solution to analyze the flow and make decisions to improve the system” (Gorle et al., 2019).

4.2.2 Results from the variations on turbulence parameters

The computational times required to solve the simulations (Case 29 and Case 33) were of 0:17:46
and 0:22:45 [hr:min:s] respectively. The effect on the estimated velocities by the CFD simulations
when varying the turbulence parameters at the inlet flows for Case 29 and Case 33 are presented in
Figure 58, Figure 59 and Figure 60.

Comparison among CFD cases with different turbulence parameters at y=0,17h
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Figure 58 Effect of changes in turbulence parameters on the estimated water velocities for y=0,17h
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Comparison among CFD cases with different turbulence parameters at y=0,43h
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Figure 59 Effect of changes in turbulence parameters on the estimated water velocities for y=0,43h

Comparison among CFD cases with different turbulence parameters at y=0,68h
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Figure 60 Effect of changes in turbulence parameters on the estimated water velocities for y=0,68h
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Compared against the base case (Case 28), no large effect on the velocity profiles was observed
when varying the turbulence length parameter at Case 33 for the inlet flow (from 0,0035m to 0,3m).

On the contrary, a noticeable change in the velocity profiles for the three water depths, particularly
at larger x/R positions, was observed when drastically increasing the turbulence intensity from 5% to

15%.

While the scope of this work is not to investigate the water flow within the inlet pipe and resultant
turbulence properties of the water jets exiting the nozzles, this points out an interesting area for

further research and possible optimization of inlet pipe designs in order to provide favorable

turbulence characteristics to control the overall water flow patterns and water velocities in the tank.
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4.3 Validation against experimental data

4.3.1 Inlet pipe separated from the tank’s wall

4.3.1.1 Case 30 (with and without velocity meter)

A simulation including the velocity meter at the 1HT position was performed for the first day of
sampling, namely Case 30. The resultant flow pattern was found, as expected, to be affected by the
presence of the velocity meter. As seen on Figure 61 and Figure 62, the flow was deviated from its
natural trajectory towards the inside of the flow meter, thus changing the flow from a
multidirectional flow to almost a purely flow in the z-direction.
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Figure 61 Water velocity Case 30, 1HT - streamline profile at middle plane of velocity meter
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Figure 62 Water velocity Case 30, 1HT - streamline profile detail at middle plane of velocity meter

The degree of how much the flow is affected from its natural path will depend on the direction of
the flow compared to the alignment of the velocity meter. Since the velocity meter was always
aligned with the z-axis, this meant that the tested location for that particular water depth was one of
the less affected by the presence of the meter, as can be deducted from the overall flow pattern in
Figure 61.

Case 30 without velocity meter evaluated the velocities without the presence of the meter. Table 7
shows the estimated water velocities for both cases. It can be seen that the presence of the meter
did not only affect the velocities at the position of the meter but also the overall distribution of the
velocities tested (for that particular sampling day).

The CPU time required to solve the simulation with the velocity meter was of 6:39:21 (hr:min:s). The
CPU time used to solve the simulation without the velocity meter was of 8:56:6.
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Table 7 Comparison of CFD velocities for Case 30 with and without meter at 1HT

. Case 30 with
Case 30 without .
. velocity meter
velocity meter
at 1HT

Goal Name Averaged Value |Averaged Value
PG Velocity 1HT 10,91224687 11,82675108
PG Velocity (Z) 1IHT 10,52109389 11,82431132
PG Velocity 1HB 10,64987651 10,0302032
PG Velocity (Z) 1HB 9,432259142 8,820550602
PG Velocity 2HT 5,814656468 5,306063222
PG Velocity (Z) 2HT 5,404392659 4,904806367
PG Velocity 2HB 7,21597511 6,987809573
PG Velocity (Z) 2HB 7,010934677 6,764671431
PG Velocity 3HT 1,14006339 0,837601629
PG Velocity (Z) 3HT 1,057949398 0,643516319
PG Velocity 3HB 4,28601971 4,42689095
PG Velocity (Z) 3HB 3,963550249 4,023400259

It can also be seen that the velocity in the z-direction for the location of the velocity meter (1HT) is
almost identical to the total velocity simulated, while for the rest of the locations there is a larger
difference between the total velocity and its z-component.

4.3.1.2 Case 30-32

For the simulations of the combined measurements from the three days of sampling, the velocity
meter was not further included in the model.

The water level measured at the three days as well as the measured water flow (bucket and stop-
clock method) were averaged to use in this combined simulation. The resultant effective D/H ratio
with this water level was of 1,3575.

The computational time to solve the simulation was of 14:29:17 [hr:min:s]. The resultant flow
trajectories are shown in Figure 63, Figure 64, Figure 65, Figure 66, Figure 67 and Figure 68.

While it was not possible to capture in a good way the water behavior at the laboratory in pictures,
it should be mentioned that some of the flow features were recognizable also in real life; such as the
abrupt change in direction near the water surface at the first corner downstream of the inlet flow
and the low velocity zone behind the inlet pipe.
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Figure 63 Flow trajectories combined Case 30-32 - top view
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Figure 64 Flow trajectories combined Case 30-32 - Isometric front view
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Figure 65 Flow trajectories combined Case 30-32 - isometric back view
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Figure 66 Flow trajectories combined Case 30-32 - front view
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Figure 67 Flow trajectories combined Case 30-32 - left view
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Figure 68 Flow trajectories combined Case 30-32 - right view

The average velocities measured at the laboratory for the three days of sampling are presented in
Table 8. Additionally the standard deviation of the measured velocities and the CFD velocities (total
and in z-direction) are presented in the same table for comparison purposes.
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Table 8 Measured water velocities and CFD velocities for combined Case 30-32

Combined 30-32

CFDvelocity |CFD Velocity (2)

Name x [m] Velocity [cm/s] |Std. Dev. [cm/s] [[cm/s] absolute [cm/s]

1VB -0,89 0,233090283 0,197982806 13,05470925 12,99446207
1IVM -0,89 0,582725708 0,257446863 11,80344761 11,47350513
vT -0,89 0,336685965 0,176072187 8,706760803 8,420030424
2VB -0,5 0,336685965 0,207646118 7,541123343 7,072002801
2VM -0,5 0,155393522 0,186871972 6,192918287 6,053355066
VT -0,5 0,220140823 0,246124922 5,46000317 5,279444349
3VB -0,25 0,077696761 0,13347998 3,686003654 2,443506782
3VM -0,25 0,116545142 0,157935643 3,888784972 3,765433818
3VT -0,25 0,142444062 0,173009828 3,733174678 3,710115895
3HB 0,25 0,097840366 0,223177392 4,59462332 4,167012151
3HM 0,25 0,336685965 0,221753598 2,704715398 2,671495365
3HT 0,25 0,073380274 0,220140823 0,721496482 0,460159917
2HB 0,5 0,097840366 0,223177392 7,36855562 7,047512212
2HM 0,5 0,466180566 0,310179444 8,234132878 7,940310337
2HT 0,5 0,51366192 0,38129509 5,575946483 5,31867453
1HB 0,89 0,244600914 0,232048802 10,4646044 9,118108202
1HM 0,89 1,307895478 0,164565172 14,96585071 14,41704483
1HT 0,89 0,220140823 0,190647545 11,0061934 10,75841041

When the information from Table 8 is presented in a graph, it is also obvious that the measured

velocities are quite far below the estimations from the CFD simulations. The data from Table 8 is
plotted in Figure 69 and Figure 70.
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Figure 69 Laboratory measured water velocities vs CFD velocities
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Laboratory measured average velocities vs. CFD velocities in the z-direction
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Figure 70 Laboratory measured water velocities vs. CFD velocities in the z-direction

It can be seen that neither the velocities nor the velocities in the z-direction simulated with help of
CFD are close to the values measured at the laboratory. This difference in values goes also far
beyond the standard deviation of the measurements (see Table 8).

It is believed, as previously pointed out, that the velocities registered by the velocity meter are not
representative of the actual velocities in the tank. The extremely lower values registered are
believed to be due to the fact that the equipment was operating far below its range of
measurement. It is worth recalling that the equipment was believed to be composed of a flow meter
which had a measuring range starting from a value 10 times larger the registered flow
measurements at the lab. The operational range extended to approximately 200 times the water
flow measurements at the lab.

Each of the flow measurements registered when sampling was later converted to velocity
measurements by dividing the flow on the cross sectional area of the meter. Care was taken in the
conversion and consistency of the units utilized, so the differences are not believed to be error
related to this conversion of values.

The sampling registers for all sampling days are presented in Appendix 8: Water velocities sampled
at the laboratory. Additionally all of the goal tables exported from the simulation software are
included in Appendix 9: Goal tables from simulations

4.3.2 Inlet pipe adjacent to tank’s wall

4.3.2.1 Case 34-37

In the same way as for in Case 30-32, in the simulations for Case 34-37 the average of the water level
measured, as well as the average of the water flow on the sampling days was used. The effective
D/H ratio for this water level was of 1,3580.

The computational time required to solve the simulations was of 9:39:13 [hr:min:s]. The resulting
flow trajectories were are depicted in Figure 71, Figure 72, Figure 73, Figure 74, Figure 75 and Figure
76.
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Figure 72 Flow trajectories combined Case 34-37 - isometric front view
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Figure 73 Flow trajectories combined Case 34-37 - isometric back view
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Figure 75 Flow trajectories combined Case 34-37 - left view
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Figure 76 Flow trajectories combined Case 34-37 - right view

While the flow pattern looks similar to that of the combined Case 30-32, some discrepancies were
encountered. The most notably is the seemingly stronger split of the flow into two layers, an upper
and a lower layer.

Each of this layers has a characteristic rotation created by the flow trying to get spread from about
its centerline towards the water surface and tank’s bottom. Since the water surface and tank’s
bottom represent boundaries for the flow to further ascend or descend, respectively, a rotation of
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each individual layer is achieved. This apparent rotation could contribute as a secondary flow for the
transport of particles.

While the intensity of this rotation may not be adequately represented in a streamline profile
representation, the division of the flow in layers and its rotating action is clearly visible in Figure 77.
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Figure 77 Water velocities combined Case 34-37 - streamline profiles at right plane

The presence of all of the secondary rotating vortices is not experienced at all locations of the tank,
as can be seen when projecting the streamline profiles at the front plane in Figure 78.
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Figure 78 Water velocities combined Case 34-37 - streamline profiles at front plane
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It is nevertheless possible to infer the possibility of particle transport when looking at a streamline
profile velocity projection near the tank’s bottom, particularly at the front sector of the tank, as
depicted in Figure 79.
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Figure 79 Water velocities combined Case 34-37 - streamline profiles near tank bottom

Another characteristic feature of the flow is a scarcely dense flow area behind the inlet pipe, see
Figure 74. This feature is more pronounced for this inlet pipe position and may indicate poor water
mixing at this area.

Another feature visible was that the abrupt change in direction downstream the inlet jets was
partially reduced (Figure 71 vs. Figure 63). This may be explained by the water jets hitting the start of
the corner radius of the tank instead than hitting at the middle or end section of the radius closer to
the perpendicularly placed wall in front.

The measured water velocities at the laboratory and their standard deviation are presented in Table
9. The estimated CFD velocities and the CFD velocities in the z-direction are also presented in the
table.
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Table 9 Measured water velocities and CFD velocities for combined Case 34-37

Combined
CFD velocity CFD velocity (2)

Name x [m] [Velocity [cm/s]|Std. Dev. [cm/s] [[cm/s] absolute [cm/s]

1VB -0,89 1,333794398 0,094384599 10,67526359 10,30915933
1VM -0,89 1,346743859 0,106783984 11,5228462 10,77180785
VT -0,89 1,281996558 0,160175976 11,05164608 10,52758979
2VB -0,5 0,297837584 0,279989969 7,957000049 7,64358222
2VM -0,5 0,854664372 0,153356822 7,191928776 6,994036453
VT -0,5 0,906462213 0,171976924 5,31117698 5,078276325
3VB -0,25 0,077696761 0,13347998 3,505941821 3,129246622
3VM -0,25 0,556826788 0,113261519 4,34606774 4,261134873
3VT -0,25 0,556826788 0,137426051 3,389601531 3,368109964
3HB 0,25 0,517978407 0,108439649 3,931202217 3,664136314
3HM 0,25 0,530927867 0,191579813 2,285662453 2,272091059
3HT 0,25 0,530927867 0,258827285 1,37009922 1,288080877
2HB 0,5 0,492079487 0,183018528 6,633379453 6,505964565
2HM 0,5 0,906462213 0,073109996 6,888093557 6,840660407
2HT 0,5 0,958260053 0,205055837 5,190402332 5,120991054
1HB 0,89 1,307895478 0,144996373 10,61324549 9,872985982
1HM 0,89 1,696379283 0,129413642 18,24395152 17,82310921
1HT 0,89 1,385592239 0,129413642 13,12103219 12,95120175

As with the measured velocities for Case 30-32, there is a large difference between the readings
from the velocity meter and what has been calculated in the CFD simulations for both the total
velocities and their z-component.

Figure 80 and Figure 81 show the plotted velocity values from the laboratory measurements and the

CFD simulations.
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Figure 80 Laboratory measured water velocities vs. CFD velocities
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Laboratory measured average velocities vs. CFD velocities in the z-direction
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Figure 81 Laboratory measured water velocities vs. CFD velocities in the z-direction

For both the simulated and measured velocities, the maximum velocities are those of the middle
plane of sampling, to a level close to the highest inlet nozzle. This is in line with what could be
expected from theory; based on the fact that the inlet nozzles did not extend to the top level of the
water column, the maximum velocities therefore would be expected at the locations of less energy
losses and maximum torque. For an inlet with nozzles along the whole water column these

maximum velocities would be expected near the water surface and away from the tank’s center (Oca

& Masalo, 2013).

While it can be said that the estimated velocities and the laboratory measurements follow a similar
trend, with lower values near the center of the tank, the extremely low values registered by the
meter and the poor resolution does not allow in a reliable manner for further trying to identify

similitudes with the CFD simulations.
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4.3.3 Turbulence parameters evaluation

The turbulence properties of the flow were evaluated at the locations of the sampling points for
both of the inlet configurations. The software iterates from the initial values and adjust continuously
along the solution process. While these goals were not used for convergence of the solution, it could
be seen from the progress graphs in the solver monitor that both the turbulence intensity and
turbulence length had already acquired a seemly stable state, see Figure 82 and Figure 83. It is
nevertheless considered not suitable to include these as goals for convergence assistance due to the
relative large variation in the values which may impede to reach a convergence given the
convergence criteria given automatic by the software.

It is observed in the tabulated results of the turbulence length and turbulence intensity, shown in
Table 10 and Table 11, that a broad range of values are experienced, indicating thus the multi-scalar
complexity of the small turbulent features in the tank.

Table 10 CFD turbulence length at sampling positions for both inlet configurations

Cases 30-32 Cases 34-37
PG Turbulence Length - 1HB [m] 0,02028 PG Turbulence Length - 1HB [m] 0,020499
PG Turbulence Length - 1IHM [m] 0,012471 PG Turbulence Length - 1HM [m] 0,007491
PG Turbulence Length - 1HT [m] 0,036285 PG Turbulence Length - 1HT [m] 0,034155
PG Turbulence Length - 2HB [m] 0,051953 PG Turbulence Length - 2HB [m] 0,066404
PG Turbulence Length - 2HM  |[m] 0,052078 PG Turbulence Length - 2HM  |[m] 0,087244
PG Turbulence Length - 2HT [m] 0,049662 PG Turbulence Length - 2HT [m] 0,098091
PG Turbulence Length - 3HB [m] 0,066701 PG Turbulence Length - 3HB [m] 0,075407
PG Turbulence Length - 3HM  |[m] 0,088958 PG Turbulence Length - 3HM  |[m] 0,124396
PG Turbulence Length - 3HT [m] 0,094767 PG Turbulence Length - 3HT [m] 0,132787
PG Turbulence Length - 1VB [m] 0,004274 PG Turbulence Length - 1VB [m] 0,010632
PG Turbulence Length - 1IVM  |[m] 0,005975 PG Turbulence Length - IVM  |[m] 0,016077
PG Turbulence Length - IVT [m] 0,010772 PG Turbulence Length - 1VT [m] 0,02905
PG Turbulence Length - 2VB [m] 0,04343 PG Turbulence Length - 2VB [m] 0,044845
PG Turbulence Length - 2VM [m] 0,080787 PG Turbulence Length - 2VM [m] 0,084323
PG Turbulence Length - 2VT [m] 0,087838 PG Turbulence Length - 2VT [m] 0,089716
PG Turbulence Length - 3VB [m] 0,032739 PG Turbulence Length - 3VB [m] 0,04249
PG Turbulence Length - 3VM [m] 0,083035 PG Turbulence Length - 3VM [m] 0,093171
PG Turbulence Length - 3VT [m] 0,092081 PG Turbulence Length - 3VT [m] 0,104304

Table 11 CFD Turbulence intensity at sampling positions for both inlet configurations

Cases 30-32 Cases 34-37
PG Turbulence Intensity - 1HB |[%] 16,9043 PG Turbulence Intensity - 1HB |[%] 16,8993
PG Turbulence Intensity - 1HM |[%] 9,437329 PG Turbulence Intensity - 1HM |[%] 5,279365
PG Turbulence Intensity - 1HT [[%] 20,92962 PG Turbulence Intensity - 1HT |[%] 17,25052
PG Turbulence Intensity - 2HB |[%] 30,22159 PG Turbulence Intensity - 2HB  |[%] 30,26291
PG Turbulence Intensity - 2HM |[%] 29,25869 PG Turbulence Intensity - 2HM |[%] 33,12536
PG Turbulence Intensity - 2HT |[%] 38,38063 PG Turbulence Intensity - 2HT |[%] 38,08949
PG Turbulence Intensity - 3HB |[%] 36,71351 PG Turbulence Intensity - 3HB |[%] 37,90601
PG Turbulence Intensity - 3HM [[%] 69,24062 PG Turbulence Intensity - 3HM |[%] 79,90479
PG Turbulence Intensity - 3HT [[%] 273,0532 PG Turbulence Intensity - 3HT |[%] 131,9523
PG Turbulence Intensity - 1VB |[%] 13,26887 PG Turbulence Intensity - 1VB |[%] 18,61727
PG Turbulence Intensity - 1IVM |[%] 20,31915 PG Turbulence Intensity - IVM |[%] 21,13354
PG Turbulence Intensity - IVT |[%] 17,65979 PG Turbulence Intensity - IVT |[%] 21,77567
PG Turbulence Intensity - 2VB |[%] 25,77633 PG Turbulence Intensity - 2VB |[%] 27,16263
PG Turbulence Intensity - 2VM [[%] 32,1815 PG Turbulence Intensity - 2VM |[%] 32,89231
PG Turbulence Intensity - 2VT [[%] 36,73827 PG Turbulence Intensity - 2VT |[%] 43,97239
PG Turbulence Intensity - 3VB |[%] 40,90583 PG Turbulence Intensity - 3VB |[%] 41,12569
PG Turbulence Intensity - 3VM |[%] 45,53364 PG Turbulence Intensity - 3VM |[%] 44,98293
PG Turbulence Intensity - 3VT |[%] 50,0969 PG Turbulence Intensity - 3VT |[%] 59,05219
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Figure 82 Convergence progress of turbulence length - Case 34-37
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Figure 83 Convergence process of turbulence intensity - Case34-37

The information obtained by studying these parameters in the simulation is useful for determining
the initial conditions for subsequent analysis, in such a way that the initial values are as close as
possible to the final values and the computational efforts optimized (SOLIDWORKS-Corp., 2018a).

It can be said that the initial turbulence length values utilized in the simulations were satisfactorily
well chosen and provided a good start point for further work. For the turbulence intensity values
there is still room for further adjusting the initial conditions in order to potentially minimize the
calculation time, as the calculated values are surprisingly greater than the chosen initial conditions.

These high turbulence intensity and small turbulence length properties of the flow confirm also the
predominantly turbulent flow experienced in an aquaculture tank.
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5 Discussion

Previous extensive experience on the use of SOLIDWORKS and other 3D modelling programs
facilitated the task of creating appropriate models in an efficient way. Previous experience on the
use of FEM structural analysis software additionally provided the basis to promptly decide the
desirable characteristics of the 3D models for an effective use of the CFD simulation package.

No part of the course or the software tutorials (SOLIDWORKS-Corp., 2018c) explained how to
simulate the conditions experienced in a water tank open to the atmosphere where the water level
is regulated by the achieved static pressure at the bottom of the tank. It was here where the
challenges of effectively simulating an aquaculture tank fell and what has been attempted through
this work.

The cases for the determination of the main flow conditions, as mentioned earlier, were made to
test hypotheses on how the software interpreted the conditions applied to the model.

For those cases where the Free Surface option was enabled, it was expected that the computational
time would be drastically increased. Nevertheless it was decided to try this way of creating
simulations in order to acquire a better sense of how much the computational time would be
increased.

The simulations with the Free Surface option enabled are supposedly be able take in consideration
the energy dissipation at the interface between water and air, however for the purposes of
simplifying the simulation set-up and minimizing the computational efforts it was decided to
continue only with steady-state, non-time dependent type of simulations. The following was
considered for making this decision:

* Flow Simulation solves the time-dependent form of the Navier Stokes equations. For steady
flow problems the solver iterates on the variables until there is no appreciable change. For
unsteady (time-dependent) problems the solver “time-marches” in time-steps from the
specified initial conditions until reaching the physical time that is specified. (SOLIDWORKS-
Corp., 2018a)

e The transient state of the water flow, from when the inlet flow is started to when the flow
has achieved a stable pattern was not of interest for this work. The thesis focuses on the
water velocities when the tank is already in continuous operation.

¢ The expected time it would take for the water flow to stabilize after starting the inlet flow
had to be set as the minimum Physical Time to be calculated in the simulation. The physical
time would therefore be in the order of several minutes to perhaps hours.

e For all of the main flow condition settings evaluation cases, a very simple automated mesh
without any refinement has been used, while for the actual investigations against literature
and laboratory measurements it was expected to develop a more complex and refined
mesh. Thus the expected time to solve the actual investigations was expected to be much
larger.

¢ The computational resources available.

® |t was of the interest of this work to simplify the simulation creation and solving process as
much as possible while still achieving representative results.

A different type of condition at the tank water level surface was therefore needed in order to
properly represent in a steady-state flow analysis the conditions inherent of an aquaculture tank.
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Based on the work presented in the selected validation literature (An et al., 2018; Gorle et al., 2019)
it was decided to find in the software a frictionless, symmetry or slip condition that could be used at
the water surface.

It was therefore decided to seek advice with the Flow Simulation course responsible to find out if
some sort of shear-free, frictionless surface condition was available in the software package. It was
pointed out, and later confirmed in the software User’s Guide and its Technical Reference, that the
Ideal Wall condition provided the desired slip condition. (SOLIDWORKS-Corp., 2018a; SOLIDWORKS-
Corp., 2018b).

This approach was also taken as an acceptable approximation of the behavior at the water-air
interface even in environments more prone to wave formation such as sea cages (Gorle et al.,
2018a; Klebert et al., 2018), thus neglecting in the calculations the energy dissipation effect of waves
and air friction.

The criteria to stop the calculations in the simulations was chosen to be the convergence of all goals.
This was decided because it was observed incomplete convergence of goals when utilizing other
means to stop the simulation; such as maximum number of travels, or when trying to simultaneously
satisfy multiple criterions including maximum number of travels and goal convergence. Additionally
it was found that the full convergence of the goals was achievable in a reasonable amount of
computational time as well as travels and iterations, meaning the flow of the aquaculture tanks
studied is inherently a steady one.

Regarding the turbulence model used, other simulation software, such as ANSYS Fluent or
OpenFOAM, seem to have diverse turbulence models available to solve the Reynolds Averaged
Navier-Stokes (RANS) equations and apply these at the whole computational domain or even
choosing different turbulent models at the boundary layer and open-water areas (An et al., 2018;
Gorle et al., 2018a; Gorle et al., 2018c; Gorle et al., 2019; Klebert et al., 2018; Liu et al., 2016).

The software used in this work does not provide such flexibility. The user can nevertheless select
the way the initial turbulence parameters are specified, either in terms of the turbulence length and
turbulence intensity (in %) or by setting directly turbulent energy and dissipation (k-g) values. While
the main scope of this thesis work was not to evaluate the much discussed accuracy of the different
turbulence models, it is important to recognize the limitations of the software in terms of the in-built
single turbulence model and settings alternatives.

The 3D modelling task for the validation cases against literature could have represented a source of
inaccuracy for the simulations, as not all the details of the geometry were described. For the
validation against An et al. (2018) it was possible to build a very similar model by assuming some of
the few missing information.

In the validation case against Gorle et al. (2019) more information about the geometry of the system
was missing or unclear. It is also suspected that the authors themselves did not manage to replicate
the geometry of the studied tank from reality into the simulation. These based on the apparent
differences in the tank’s bottom geometry used in the simulation (Fig. 4 in the paper) and the 3D
model illustration presented (Fig. 1 in the paper), which could possibly be obtained from the
fabrication drawings and not self-made. This could also explain the differences in the calculated
volume from this work and the one presented in the paper.

The meshing was done by using a structured mesh of hexahedral cells on all cases. High degree of
refinement near the solid surfaces or boundary layer was used in order to increase the solution
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accuracy. Other types of mesh structure such as tetrahedral volume cells were not found available in
Flow Simulation and therefore not investigated.

The total amount of fluid cells used in the validation of the simulations against literature was
generally smaller than the ones used by the respective authors. For the validation against An et al.
(2018), the ratio between the total amount of fluid cells in the literature against the total amount of
cells used in the simulations of this work was of 4,67. The overall accuracy of the simulation was
anyway considered satisfactory for this much less refined mesh. Nevertheless, the few amount of
experimental sampling points presented in this paper does not allow for a comprehensive evaluation
of the accuracy of the method at different sections of the tank.

In the validation against Gorle et. (2019) al, due to the different type of fluid cells used in the
literature (a combination of tetrahedral, hexahedral and triangular) and that the total amount of
fluid cells was not presented in the paper, it is not possible to directly calculate a ratio for the
amount of total cells used in literature vs. the ones used in the simulations of this work.

Nevertheless, the total amount of cells on the validation simulations against An et al. (2018) was
approximately the double than in the validation simulations against Gorle et al. (2019). By
considering the volumes of the tanks, the higher refinement of the cells in the validation against An
et al.(2018) becomes evident. It is therefore believed that this difference in meshing intensity is
reflected in the inaccuracy of the CFD simulations vs. the laboratory measurements for the
validation case against Gorle et al. (2019).

As mentioned in 3.2.6, two approaches can be taken by the software to couple the boundary layer to
the main flow depending on number of cells across the boundary layer. The thickness of the
boundary layer is inversely proportional to the angular velocity of the flow (Oca & Masalo, 2013).
This points out further areas of investigation where the accuracy of the two approaches taken by the
simulation software can be evaluated by controlling the meshing density at the boundary layer once
its thickness is determined for the given flow conditions.

Another possible source of inaccuracy in the validation against Gorle et al. (2019) could be the
laboratory water velocities presented in the paper and used for comparison against the CFD
simulations. It was unclear if the velocities were measured before or after some modifications were
performed on the outlet system. Unfortunately there was no opportunity to simulate the scenario
with the modifications included and check if the simulations would match better the laboratory
measurements.

For the validation against experimental data, a lot of work was put into measuring and describing
the geometry accurately. It is difficult to generalize what geometry details should be included in a 3D
model for CFD simulations. Nevertheless for such a small tank, the relatively large size of the
included geometry features, compared to the overall water volume, are believed to have an impact
in the flow patterns.

The same applies for the objects or structures within the tank, and how these affect the overall flow
patterns. For instance, the velocity meter caused noticeable changes in the water velocity
distribution in the entirety of the tank, but it was deemed unpractical to create individual
simulations for every position where the velocity meter would be placed during sampling. The inlet
pipe also created significant flow deflections, but since this is part of the normal operation
conditions of the tank, its representation in the simulations should be considered.
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The amount of sampling locations at the laboratory was chosen to balance what was achievable
within the time frame of this work and the information needed for proper validation of the
simulations. A higher number of water velocity samples would definitely provide tools for more
detail analysis of the accuracy of the simulations. As a good example can be sited the work done by
Oca & Masalo (Oca & Masalo, 2013) where a high number of measurements (thirteen) along the
radius of the tank was adequate to characterize in detail the free-vortex and the forced-vortex
zones.

In the laboratory measurements performed, the +/-0,25 and +/-0,5 locations were selected in order
to try to cover the entirety of the tank’s width with a manageable number of laboratory samples.
Additionally the +/-0,25 location was selected in order to also evaluate the velocities inside the R/3
free-vortex zone (Oca & Masalo, 2013).

The +/-0,89 locations were selected on the basis that previous flow simulation works reported peak
velocities at this particular x/R location (Gorle et al., 2019) and other authors selected exactly this or
very similar locations (x/R=0,89 and 0,86) as seemly the only locations of interest and considered
enough for experimental validation (An et al., 2018).

The tank’s geometry and size of the velocity meter barely allowed to achieve measurements this
close to the tank’s wall, therefore the velocity profile at any closer to the boundary layer near the
wall was not possible to be investigated.

The vertical location of the sampling points was selected trying to cover the entirety of the water
depth with a reasonable amount of measurements. The top measurement was selected as a
reasonable depth where the velocity meter could be completely covered by the water while allowing
enough water thickness above it in such a way that the water deformation at the surface due to the
presence of the meter was not too big that would create waves or air pockets that may interfere
with the readings.

The vertical positions were defined as water depth instead of a fixed distance from the bottom in
order to facilitate the positioning of the instrument with help of the included markings when
handled from above water. This approach also accounted for possible variations in water level /
water flow being able to later evaluate the velocity distributions from the water surface level. The
size of the velocity meter did not allow to investigate velocities too close to the bottom of the tank,
therefore the validation near this other boundary layer was also not possible.

Different authors have used different velocity meters; An et al. (2018) used the well-known propeller
type commonly used in open water aplications, such as in rivers and channels. Gorle et al. (2019)
and Oca&Masalo (2013) relied on an Acoustic Doppler Velocimeter (ADV). The ADV is a sophisticated
equipment which has many settings and could probably be configured to suit the measuring needs
in aquaculture tanks. It is nevertheless believed that the equipment is in excess sensitive in its
measurements, suitable for measuring the characteristics of small turbulent eddies (Nortek Group,
2019) and therefore acquiring highly variable measurements with significant noise that has to be
post-processed away (Gorle et al., 2019; Klebert et al., 2018; Oca & Masalo, 2013).

The available water velocity equipment available for the measurements at the laboratory was found
not suitable for measure the range of velocities experienced (see sections 3.4.1.2, 3.4.1.3.1 and
3.4.1.4.3). This meant that the inclusion of more sampling points would have represented excessive
work when compared to the quality of the information obtained from the measurements.

88 Andrés Castro Herrera | NMBU



Based on the degree of accuracy of the predictions in the validation against literature, the
discrepancies between the CFD estimated velocities and the laboratory measurements are believed
to be caused by the inappropriate range of measurements of the velocity meter and not from the
inability of the simulation to predict the flow.

It is considered that the amount of measurements that comprised an individual sampling for a
particular position of the velocity meter (n=17), was a good balance between achieving statistical
significance and what was practically possible. Nevertheless due to the large variation in values
experienced also by other authors when taking velocity samples, it may result convenient to take
advantage of technological solutions such as logging of the velocity readings for post-processing of
the information at a later stage and not rely so much in manual sampling methods.

On the other side, the flow meter installed in-line at the outlet system also experienced large
fluctuation in the values measured, but this was believed to be characteristic of air being
transported in the outlet pipe, modifying drastically the instantaneous resistance experienced by the
propeller, translating into instable flow readings. These values when compared to the bucket and
stop-clock measurements did not differ much, therefore suggesting that the flow meter is able to
measure accurately the flow values but only when these are within its range of operation.

The inclusion of the laminar component of the flow in the simulation set-up, as investigated in Case
25, was found to have a minor effect in the estimated velocities in CFD. This is in line with what
could be expected from a fully turbulent flow expected in aquaculture tanks. It was nevertheless not
possible of determine if the small variation in the estimated velocities was a negative or a positive
effect since the measured velocities with the available velocity meter cannot fully be considered a
reliable source of validation.

The use of surface roughness in the tank walls and bottom (Case 26) practically did not affect the
estimated velocities by CFD. The typically smooth surfaces used in aquaculture tanks and the
relatively unrestricted flow in the main portion in the tank could explain the small effect roughness
has under these conditions; when compared, for example, to high flow rates going through pipes.

The turbulence parameters indicated at the initial conditions can help the solution to achieve
convergence at a faster time. Nevertheless, these values would be constantly computed during the
iteration process and are not expected to have an impact on the final values achieved. This could be
observed in the convergence graphs for turbulence at selected locations, as presented in section
4.3.3.

On the other hand, changes in the turbulence parameters at the inlet water flow, as presented in
section 4.2.2, did exhibit an effect on the overall water velocities estimated by CFD. The further
investigation in the field of water turbulence at the inlet pipe is definitely an interesting opportunity
area for the design optimization of aquaculture tanks systems.

In the validation of the simulations against An et al. (2018), it was possible to see a matching flow
pattern very similar between the different simulation approaches. An overall accuracy of around
16%, against 7% of the more complex simulation approach taken in the literature, can also be
considered a very good numerical estimation of the water velocities.

The few laboratory measurements however, did not allowed for drawing too many conclusions
about the accuracy of the simulations for particular zones within the tank. This emphasizes the
importance of having sufficient measuring to evaluate better the performance of the different

methodologies.
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Regarding the validation of the simulations against Gorle et al. (2019), the lack of information
presented in the paper made difficult the replication of their work and the ability to fully verify their
results. It was, anyway, possible to compare the accuracy between simulation approaches in a
generalized way and draw conclusions about the accuracy expected when using this simplified
simulation set-up approach combined with a much simpler meshing strategy. As expected, the
numerical estimation of the results was not as precise as with the more advanced and resource-
demanding methodologies, but probably still within the acceptance criteria for many actors in the
aquaculture industry which currently rely only on experience for the design of tanks, and this
technological advances may seem unreachable for them. It is worth recalling that the estimations
from the simulations from the paper itself were not particularly accurate, and considered
appropriate and of high quality for velocity estimations which fell within the standard deviation of
the laboratory sampling. For the simplified approach taken on this work (and latent possibility to
further refine the results by an improved meshing and geometry), the velocity estimations at
approximately two standard deviations from the laboratory measurements are considered still
acceptable for general studies of flow patterns and rough guidelines for the optimization of velocity
profiling within an aquaculture tank.

Other authors have pointed out that a 30% difference between the CFD estimations and laboratory
measurements represents the quality acceptance threshold (Liu et al., 2016).

When extrapolating these acceptance criteria among authors, it can be said that the water velocity
estimations on the validation case against An et al. (2018) were exceptionally good, as these were
well within the one standard deviation criteria proposed by Gorle et al. (2019) and around half of the
30% difference threshold proposed by Liu et al. (2016).

It was unfortunate that the velocity meter used for the laboratory measurements could not provide
adequate velocity profiling for the validation against experimental data. All the detailed preparation
and care taken into preparing the experimental set-up and sampling methodologies would have
ensured that the sources of inaccuracy and uncertainty of the measurements were minimized,
potentially offering a more reliable validation than one against literature.

The computational times required for solving the steady-state simulations varied from minutes to
several hours. The meshing intensity, initial turbulence parameters, geometry complexity and
volume of the tank are considered the main factors that affected the computational time needed.
Nevertheless these calculation times are definitely considered more practical than the expected
solution times from time-dependent simulations, given the experience obtained in the few
simulations performed of transient behavior at the beginning of this work.

By using the findings on this thesis as a starting point, further work should focus on acquiring
numerous water velocity measurements performed with a reliable and precise equipment. This
would allow for a more detailed profiling of the velocities along the width and depth of the tank and
provide additional means for evaluating the accuracy of the simulations at different sectors of the
tank.

The resultant turbulence properties of the flow from different inlet pipe/ nozzle designs could also
be investigated separately. The results from that research could later be implemented across tank
investigations where typically, in the aim to minimize the computational efforts, the flow inside the
inlet pipe is not evaluated.
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6 Conclusions

The simplified approach taken on the simulations for this thesis work provides valuable and efficient
means for the prediction and verification of the resultant flow patterns in aquaculture tanks.
Additionally it offers a level of accuracy for numerically estimating the water velocities within the
tanks which is considered from “acceptable” to “high-quality” by specialist in the field.

The application of this methodology is limited to the study of stable flow conditions. Diverse water
quality indicators of a transient (time-dependent) nature, while not possible to be directly calculated
with this methodology, are possible to be indirectly assessed when combined with theoretical
knowledge and practical experience. For example, the instantaneous local concentration of new
(oxygen rich) vs. old water cannot be numerically calculated, but poor water mixing zones can be
identified from the flow behavior and water velocity profiles.

The accuracy of the simulations was influenced by diverse factors, such as the ability to replicate the
geometries of the tanks studied, the turbulence model used to solve the conservation equations, the
type of volume cells and mesh refinement intensity, as well as some of the investigated simulation
parameters, particularly the turbulence properties at the inlet flow.

For the validations against An et al. (2018), an overall difference in water velocities of around 16%
was found between the CFD prognosis and the presented laboratory measurements. The overall
relative error of the estimations reported in the paper was of about 7%.

For the validation against Gorle et al. (2019), the CFD-estimated water velocities were approximately
at two standard deviations of the measured velocities in experiments. The predicted water velocities
reported in the paper were close to one standard deviation of the measurements.

The equipment available for performing water velocity measurements at the university’s laboratory
was not suitable for the range of velocities experienced in the tank. The larger relative error in the
CFD estimations was therefore considered not representative of the actual accuracy of the
simulations.

The amount and quality of experimental data for validating the simulations (either obtained from
literature or from own experiments) played a very important role in determining the accuracy of the
software predictions. While the amount of data used to validate the simulations of this work was
considered sufficient to draw general conclusions about the effectivity of the simplified
methodology, more and better data would have been beneficial in validating a more detailed water
velocity profile within the tanks.

It is hoped that the insights from this work, presented primarily in the discussions but also along the
main text, are useful and inspiring for continuing the work of fine tuning the simulation set-up and,
nonetheless, to plan accordingly for obtaining the most and best experimental data possible to aid
the validation process.
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Appendix 1: Survey process of studied tank system

System description

The main survey of the system was performed in a lapse of 10 days, starting on the 18. February
2019. It was later required to verify some of the tank measurements which seemed to be not
accurate enough, but this later proved to be manufacturing imperfections on the tank.

The system was comprised of the tank with a vertical inlet pipe adjacent to one of the walls. The
tank had an outlet pot located at the center and bottom of the tank. An outlet pipe exited the outlet
pot from the side. The outlet pipe ran under the tank towards one of its corners where it intersected
a vertical pipe. The vertical pipe extended to approximately the upper edge of the tank.

The tank had originally a cover placed above it to avoid fish escapees. This cover was removed to
facilitate access for the measurements and experiments.

The water exited from one side of the vertically placed pipe by a smaller pipe at some distance
below the tank’s edge, thus controlling the water level in the tank to approximately this position.
The water level in the tank could vary somehow depending on the magnitude of the water flow in
the tank and the resultant thickness of the water layer.

The tank used for the experimental validation was a square tank with rounded corners which has
been supplied from A-Plast AS. The tank it’s believed to be fabricated on fiberglass reinforced
polyester resin, but the full material specifications nor detailed drawings of the tank were available
from the supplier’s website or from the building documentation at the laboratory. Only a general
schematic was available in the documentation, but since it only provided overall width and height of
the tank, this was considered not sufficiently detailed for the construction of the 3D models to be
used in CFD simulations.

Measuring equipment

The survey was carried out with basic measuring equipment and measuring aids available at the
laboratory (Figure 84):

® Flexible measuring tape [m/cm/mm)]

® Rigid measuring tape [m/cm/mm]

e 2 of two-ways water level of different lengths.

e  Mechanical Vernier [mm/um]

e 90 degrees angle tool with integrated ruler [cm/mm]

e Aluminum straight beam (approx. length: 2 m)

e Self-made device to check for verticality (balance weight and surgical filament)
*  Small segments of PVC pipe of different diameters.

*  Wood plank of approx. length of 240 cm (not shown in picture)
e Surgical filament

® Electrical tape
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Figure 84 Measuring tools

Previous experience with similar and more advanced measuring tools and measurement techniques
(from fabrication environments) proved to be helpful in capturing the geometry in an accurate
manner. While the measuring devices and methodology used have their inherent inaccuracy, the
geometries themselves also proved to be difficult objects of study. Details of this challenges are
presented in the sub-sections ahead.

Tank survey

General

Numerous radiuses, draft angles (for ejection from the mold), inclined planes (such as at the tank
bottom) and the general lack of suitable reference locations to start and finish the measurements
was a constant difficulty through the measuring work. While this was something which was partially
expected given the nature of the manufacturing process of fiberglass components, longer time than
anticipated was used in achieving satisfactory measurements. It was nevertheless an enriching
experience and valuable insight into how an “idealized” tank geometry (designed with CFD) may
result in real-life and how this imperfections may affect its hydrodynamic performance.

The tank fiberglass construction was characterized by having 4 walls that were inclined towards the
center of the tank, resulting in a smaller width at the base than at the top of the tank. The tank had a
horizontal flange extending along the whole upper edge. The tank bottom consisted of 4 inclined
trapezoidal surfaces with a negative slope towards the center. These 4 surfaces merged into a
horizontal square surface. At the center of this square surface a circular recess allocated the outlet
grating. Below the recess extended the cylindrical outlet pot further down, see Figure 85.
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Figure 85 Rearing tank used for experimental validation

Tank corners

The large corner radius between tank walls were estimated by sliding the long flat edge of the angle
tool along the walls, moving towards the corners until separation between the tool and the tank wall
indicated the start of the radius. This was done minimum three times while observing the
appearance of a gap between the tool against the flat wall. It was also possible to feel increasing
sliding resistance when reaching the start of the radius. These start points of the radiuses were then
marked on the tank bottom and used to draw lines perpendicular to the wall from those points. The
intersection point of the two lines extending from two adjacent walls was later used to measure the
radius towards the corner at three locations: start, center and end of the radius. The three
measurements were then averaged to R480 mm.

At the top part of the walls, the radiuses start points were also identified and marked in the same
way (sliding the angle tool). The distances from these points and the centerline of the tank were
then measured to confirm the values. While the values coincided for this measurements, it was
decided to generally rely on direct measurements only and avoid as much as possible indirect
measurements, as in this case the use of a calculated centerline, in order to minimize the
accumulated error.

Geometrical radiuses

Between the tank walls and tank bottom the radius was approximated to be of R22,5 mm. This was
done by using the two segments of PVC pipe and placing them above the radiuses. The 350 mm
diameter pipe segment sat outside the tank radius supported along two contact lines; indicating a
smaller radius of the tank at this location. The @40 mm pipe, on the contrary, sat inside the tank
radius contacting at only one line; indicating a larger radius. It was therefore decided to use an
intermediate value of @45 mm (diameter), resulting in a corner radius of R22,5 mm.
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The radius between the four inclined surfaces that comprise the tank’s bottom was assumed to be
also R22,5 mm. All other radiuses were considered not geometrical, but only needed to assist the
fiberglass manufacturing process and roughly measured to be R5 mm.

Walls angle

The angle of the walls was estimated by positioning the long water level vertically at the starting
point of the radius between the tank’s wall and bottom (adjacent to the wall). From the water level
edge it was measured (with the flexible tape) the horizontal distance towards the outer edge of the
tank’s flange.

Since there where discrepancies in the angle measurements between the different walls, the
measurements were repeated. This time it was measured from the same absolute vertical (water
level edge) to the start of the radius between the wall and the top flange (adjacent to the wall). It
was then confirmed that, in fact, the angle of the walls were not the same for all of them and
therefore an average value of the four measurements was used in the 3D modelling.

Tank’s (wall) height

A variation of the method described to measure the wall angles was also used to measure the
overall height of the tank. The long water level was used to ensure verticality of the measurements.
Then it was measured, along the water level tool, the distance from the bottom radius to the
wooden plank placed across the top of the tank.

Tank’s width

The overall width of the tank was measured at its top part by supporting the rigid tape below the
wooden plank and measuring between the start of the radiuses between the walls and the top
flanges (adjacent to the wall).

Tank bottom

The inclination of the tank’s bottom was measured placing the aluminum straight beam transversely
across the highest part of the tank’s bottom, and vertically measuring downwards towards the
square flat surface, resulting in a 40 mm height difference.

It was noted that the surfaces that made up the tank bottom were convex when looking at them
from the inside of the empty tank, and concave when looking from the outside. On another tank of
the same type which was full of water, it was observed (from the outside) that these surfaces were
straightened out by the effect of the water weight. The tank’s bottom surfaces were then considered
straight in the 3D model as they were in the full tank.

It was also observed that in the full tanks the whole tank’s bottom was pressed downwards due to
the water weight until the outlet pot became in contact with the building floor. This deformation
was estimated by measuring the gap between the outlet pot and the floor on the studied empty
tank and indicated a 13 mm vertical deformation. The overall height of the sloped tank’s bottom was
then adjusted to 53 mm in the 3D model.

Outlet pot

The outlet pot grating recess diameter was measured with the flexible tape at different locations,
showing consistent measurements of @300 mm (inner side of radius). The depth of the grating
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recess was measured only with the rigid tape; it was considered that in such short distance the
variation of the measurement due to out of verticality would not be significant.

The depth of the outlet pot was measured with the rigid tape from the bottom of it to the small
water level’s edge, which was placed transversely on the horizontal square part of the tank bottom.

A flat protuberance inside the outlet pot provided the base surface for an outlet hole and a short
pipe to exit the side of the outlet pot at approximately 45 degrees. This angular dimension was only
verified visually due to the poor access and lack of reference points for an actual measurement.

The inner diameter at the bottom of the outlet pot was calculated by measuring the horizontal
distance between a vertical line extending from the pot bottom’s edge to the upper edge of the
grating recess. Also the shape and inclination of the flat surface where the outlet pipe was placed
was measured against the grating’s same edge.

The measurements inside the outlet pot were difficult to take accurately due to poor access, as the
grating was attached in place with silicon and therefore not removed. These were also not
considered to be so relevant for the overall behavior of the flow in the main portion of the tank.

Tank’s centerlines

The center lines of the tank were approximated by positioning the wooden plank near the middle
line (visually) and then taking measurements with the flexible tape towards opposite sides of the
tank (flange edge) and adjusting the position of the plank in order to have equal measurements on
both sides. These measurements were taken at two (as far as possible) locations along the tank’s
edge in order to have the two point locations which are needed to geometrically determine a line.

The method to find the straight angle measurement (perpendicular to the centerline) was to
continuously read the tape while slightly and slowly moving the end of the tape from side to side
and then registering the minimum value observed.

This centerline was marked on the tank to later replace the plank with surgical filament attached in
place with electrical tape above the markings. This procedure was then repeated at 90 degrees in
order to find the second centerline of the tank. The intersection of the two centerlines was used to
determine the center of the tank.

Since it was discovered that the top flanges didn’t have a constant width, the position of the
filaments (and thus the centerlines) was later rectified by taking instead measurements from the top
part of the walls (below the radius) towards the centerlines. Here the plank itself placed parallel
along the filament and the angle tool were used to determine the perpendicular lines along which
the measurements had to be taken. The rigid tape was used at this rectification measurements.

Outlet pot relative position

The center of the tank was marked at the wooden plank and used to fix the weight-and-cord device
and verify the central position of the outlet pot. It was then visually evident that the weight did not
hang right on the center of the outlet pot.

Measurements from the grating recess towards the four wall were taken and it was then confirmed
that the outlet pot was shifted approximately 5mm towards one of the walls. This measurements
towards the wall were done using the rigid tape in combination with the long water level and
measuring from the grating recess towards the start of the radius between the wall and the bottom
of the tank (adjacent to the bottom). Considering the relatively small shift from the center of the
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outlet pot and the possible accumulated error in this particularly challenging measurement location,
the shift of the outlet center was therefore not considered in the 3D model.

Outlet pipe survey

The outlet pipe extended out from the side of the outlet pot, then turning three times with the use
of 45 degrees elbows before intersecting the outlet column at a T-pipe connection. The T-pipe at the
bottom of the outlet column was permanently attached to the main header of the drain system
which was fixed to the ground with pipe-clamps. While on the empty condition of the tank the outlet
pipe had a slight negative slope towards the T-pipe intersection, it was noted that on the full
condition the pipe acquired a positive slope due to the deformations at the tank bottom, this going
against recommendations of outlet design as those presented by Lekang (2007).

This angle of the outlet pipe was not considered in the 3D modelling and a full horizontal pipe was
instead used.

The outlet column had internally a reducing slip-on at the bottom where a smaller pipe was placed.
This arrangement guided the flow upwards before exiting sideways at a second T-pipe connection.
At this upper T-pipe was where the totality of the flow exited during normal operational and sent
back into the RAS system. The internal pipe in the outlet column, if removed, provided means of
fully emptying the tank into the drain. It also could handle the overflow in any blockage situations by
allowing the water to enter at the top of it and let it flow through the bottom T-pipe into the drain.

The measurements were taken using the flexible tape. The molding marks on the elbows where used
for measurement references. The details of the pipe connections (T-pipe and elbows) were taken
from the supplier’s catalog and used in aiding to model as accurate as possible the details of the
outlet system, such as bending radius, etc.

A simplified version of the outlet system was used at the 3D model where neither the lateral exiting
pipe at the top T-pipe or the inner pipe inside the outlet column where necessary to fully represent
the hydraulic conditions of the system. Details of the resultant model and measured dimensions are
shown in Appendix 4: Outlet Pipe - As measured - Revl.

Outlet grating dimensions

The outlet grating consisted of a circular stainless steel plate measured to be of 1,5 mm thickness
and @288 mm in diameter. The plate had a perforation pattern of the oblong type. The oblong
dimensions were measured to 25mm x 8 mm to the edges. The perforation pattern was measured to
be 32mm x 15 mm, longitudinally and among rows respectively. The perforations were
symmetrically staggered between rows.

The diameter of the grating was measured using a regular measuring tape while the perforated
pattern and thickness were measured using the Vernier.

The thickness of the silicon and therefore the final vertical position of the grating was measured with
the Vernier at several locations from the outlet pot grating recess bottom face to the top of the
grating. The values were later averaged to 0,8mm.

While the outlet grating seemed to be cut from near the edge of the main plate (where no
perforations were made), the perforations coincided entirely above the outlet pot opening. The
relative position of the perforations against the outlet pot/grating recess was approximated and
replicated visually from pictures into the 3D model.
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Figure 86 Outlet grating

Andrés Castro Herrera |[NMBU 101



102 Andrés Castro Herrera | NMBU



Appendix 2: Method for positioning of the water velocity meter

Support and measuring arrangement
Rigid beams and sampling markings

The wooden plank previously used for determining the centerline of the tank was used to build a
beam arrangement which would provide support and leveling capabilities for the water velocity
meter.

A second wooden beam was attached to the first beam at three locations spaced by smaller wooden
blocks. Long screws were used to secure all the pieces together. Holes smaller than the screw
diameter were pre-drilled at the components in order to avoid the wood from cracking when
attaching the screws and to facilitate the assembly.

The beam arrangement was then position above the tank, supported at the tank top flange. It was
secured in place by means of clamps intended for use in construction of wooden structures. The
centerline, indicated by the previously located surgical filament, was used to mark the origin (x=0)
on the lower wood plank.

Markings were made also at the sampling locations (short marking) and at the corresponding
positions for mounting the velocity meter; this in order to account for the eccentricity of the flow
meter relative to the center of the aluminum pole (65mm). The mounting markings were marked as
a perpendicular line across the whole width of the wooden plank in order to facilitate visual
identification and differentiate them from the sampling position marking. The perpendicularity of
these marking was assured by using the 90 degrees angle tool against the edge of the wooden plank.

The beam arrangement was placed 60 mm behind the second centerline (Z=0) in order to allow for
enough space for the mounting clamp arrangement in such a way that the center of the aluminum
pole could be positioned exactly at the center of the tank (see Figure 87 and Figure 88).

Cord-line measuring references

The cord-line (surgical filament) indicating the z=0 centerline was repositioned at z=10mm, so that
when positioning the velocity meter pole (of @20 mm in diameter) barely touching the cord-line, the
center of the pole would be right at the z=0 axis, Figure 88.
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Figure 87 Sampling markings on support beam

Figure 88 Centerline (z=0 mm), beam positioning (z=60 mm) and cord-line markings (z=10 mm)
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Position assurance of the velocity meter

XZ plane

The lower mounting clamp on the velocity meter was positioned at the lower support beam were
the mounting markings were drawn. The mounting clamps were made of cast-iron and had a split-
line at the center of the clamp characteristic of the casting process. This split line was visually aligned
to the mounting markings on the wooden plank so that they became collinear.

"'*’ e . H'_

Figure 89 Position assurance xz-plane

This positioning was simultaneously coordinated with achieving a slight contact between the
aluminum pole and the cord-line at z=10, to later tighten firmly the mounting clamp.

Y axis

The position of the velocity meter in the y-axis was determined by the use of the water depth
markings placed on the velocity meter. The markings were placed in a way that the fully submerged
marking would indicate the corresponding water depth of the center of the meter.
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Figure 90 Position assurance y-axis / water depth

Verticality assurance

While the lower mounting clamp on the pole had a tight fit towards the pole, it still provided enough
flexibility in order to use the upper mounting clamp for correction of the verticality. The small water
level was used to check the verticality on the aluminum pole on two directions (along xy plane and
yz plane). This verticality had to be checked multiple times on each direction and readjust the
position of the upper mounting clamp on the upper support beam until the readings at the two
directions showed a fully vertical pole.

Care was taken when placing the water level against the pole so no bending moments were
introduced on the pole during reading, Figure 91.
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Figure 91 Demonstration of verticality assurance method

This represents an opportunity area for the design of the velocity meter prototype where a set of
water level bubbles could be integrated already on the pole to facilitate verticality assurance.

Angle assurance

The velocity meter was orientated parallel to the z axis in order to capture the water velocities in the
z-direction. This was achieved by visually checking from above how the velocity meter aligned with
the cord-line at z=10. Adjustment were then made and the orientation checked again until this
condition was also satisfied, Figure 92.
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Figure 92 Angle assurance

Final position inspection

All of the position and orientation check points were inspected multiple times after fully completing
the positioning routine, ensuring all of them were simultaneously satisfied and no further
adjustments were needed. This guaranteed that manipulation of the meter to comply with a
condition would not have affected any of the previously checked position assurance checks.
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Appendix 3: Fish Lab tank — As measured — Rev1l
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Appendix 4: Outlet pipe — As measured — Rev1l
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Appendix 5: Tested positions of inlet pipe — Revl
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Appendix 6: Sampling Sheet — Rev 2
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Andres Castro Herrera Date:

I/hr 13,32 26,64 39,96 53,28 66,6 79,92 93,24 106,56
Measuring point Flow - flowmeter [I/min]. Sampling every 15 s for 4 min. Total nr. of samples: 17 Time of measurement
(Re) [ Time of
Positioni| the day
Nr. Name | x[m] | y[m] | z[m] Error 0 0,222 0,444 | 0,656 | 0,888 1,11 1,332 1,554 | 1,776 ng from to
4 1VB -0,89 0 0
5 1VM -0,89 0 0
6 1vT -0,89 0 0
10 1HB 0,89 0 0
11 1HM 0,89 0 0
12 1HT 0,89 0 0
16 2VB -0,5 0 0
17 2VM -0,5 0 0
18 2VT -0,5 0 0
22 2HB 0,5 0 0
23 2HM 0,5 0 0
24 2HT 0,5 0 0
28 3VB -0,25 0 0
29 3VM -0,25 0 0
30 3VT -0,25 0 0
34 3HB 0,25 0 0
35 3HM 0,25 0 0
36 3HT 0,25 0 0
Water flow
y'= Vann stand Bucket & Stopclock (20 1)
Ave. (y')= [mm] Nr. T (+10s) T

H= [mm] 1 [s]

y'= y'= h= [mm] 2 [s]

. yB= [mm] 3 [s]

yM= [mm] 4 [s]

O yT= [mm] 5 [s]

y|:
Valve opening [turns] Ave. Time 0[[s]

Flow | #DIV/0! [[I/min]

Outlet meter [l/min]
Min [I/min]
Max [I/min]

Medianljl[l/min]

Notes:
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Appendix 7: Gorle et al. (2019) graphs for data extraction — Rev3
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Appendix 8: Water velocities sampled at the laboratory
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Andres Castro Herrera Date: 07.03.2019
I/hr 13,32 26,64 39,96 53,28 66,6
Measuring point Flow - flowmeter [I/min]. Sampling every 15 s for 2 min. Total nr. of samples: 9 Time of measurement
(Re) | Time of
Positioni| the day
Nr. Name | x[m] [ y[m] | z[m] Error 0 0,22 0,44 0,67 0,89 1,11 ng from to
1 1FB 0 127,5| 0,89
2 1FM 0 427,5| 0,89
3 1FT 0 627,5| 0,89
4 1VB -0,89 | 127,5 0
5 VM -0,89 | 427,5 0
6 1vT -0,89 | 627,5 0
7 1BB 0 127,5| -0,89
8 1BM 0 427,5| -0,89
9 1BT 0 627,5] -0,89
10 1HB 0,89 | 127,5 0
11 1HM 0,89 | 427,5 0
12 1HT 0,89 | 627,5 0 2 4 2 15:39 15:41
13 2FB 0 127,5 0,5
14 2FM 0 427,5 0,5
15 2FT 0 627,5 0,5
16 2VB -0,5 | 127,5 0
17 2VM -0,5 | 427,5 0
18 2VT -0,5 | 627,5 0
19 2BB 0 127,5| -0,5
20 2BM 0 427,51 -0,5
21 2BT 0 627,5| -0,5
22 2HB 0,5 127,5 0
23 2HM 0,5 427,5 0
24 2HT 0,5 627,5 0
25 3FB 0 127,5| 0,25
26 3FM 0 427,5| 0,25
27 3FT 0 627,5| 0,25
28 3VB -0,25 | 127,5 0
29 3VM -0,25 | 427,5 0
30 3VT -0,25 | 627,5 0
31 3BB 0 127,5| -0,25
32 3BM 0 427,5| -0,25
33 3BT 0 627,5| -0,25
34 3HB 0,25 | 127,5 0
35 3HM 0,25 | 427,5 0
36 3HT 0,25 | 627,5 0
Water flow
y'= 220 Vann stand Bucket & Stopclock (20 1)
Ave. (y')= 222,5([mm] Nr. T (+10s) T
H= 950|[mm] 1 47,12 37,12|[s]
y'= 226 y'=] 217 h= 727,5([mm] 2 44,46 34,46([s]
° yB= 127,5|[mm] 3 45,02 35,02|[s]
yM=|  427,5([mm] 4 44,49]  34,49|[s]
O yT= 627,5|[mm] 5 46,69 36,69|([s]
y'= 227

Valve opening 2 [turns] Ave. Time 35,556|[s]
Flow | 33,74958|[l/min]

Outlet meter [l/min]
Min 30 [I/min]
Max 39 [I/min]




Andres Castro Herrera

Velocity cm/s

Date: 15.03.2019

Flow I/hr 0 13,32 26,64 39,96 53,28 66,6
Measuring point Flow - flowmeter [I/min]. Sampling every 15 s for 2 min. Total nr. of samples: 9 Time of measurement
(Re) | Time of
Positioni| the day
Nr. Name | x[m] [ y[m] | z[m] Error 0 0,22 0,44 0,67 0,89 1,11 ng from to
4 1VB -0,89 (137,25 0
5 1VvM -0,89 |437,25 0
6 1vT -0,89 [637,25 0
10 1HB 0,89 |137,25 0 3 3 2 1 16:57 18:01 18:03
11 1HM 0,89 (437,25 0
12 1HT 0,89 |637,25 0 3 3 3 21:58 22:29 22:31
16 2VB -0,5 |137,25 0
17 2VM -0,5 |437,25 0
18 2VT -0,5 |637,25 0
22 2HB 0,5 |137,25 0 7 1 1 18:40 19:12 19:14
23 2HM 0,5 |437,25 0
24 2HT 0,5 [637,25 0 2 1 1 3 1 1 21:00 21:31 21:33
28 3VB -0,25 (137,25 0
29 3VM -0,25 | 437,25 0
30 3VT -0,25 [ 637,25 0
34 3HB 0,25 |137,25 0 7 1 1 19:25 19:56 19:58
35 3HM 0,25 (437,25 0
36 3HT 0,25 | 637,25 0 8 1 20:14 20:46 20:48
Water flow
y'= 212 Vann stand Bucket & Stopclock (20 1)
Ave. (y')7 212,75|[mm] Nr. T (+10s) T
H= 950([mm] 1 39,84 29,84 [s]
y'= 215 y'=| 207 h= 737,25|[mm] 2 38,08 28,08 [s]
o yB= 137,25|[mm] 3 37,43 27,43 [s]
yM= 437,25|[mm] 4 37,33 27,33 [s]
O yT= 637,25|[mm] 5 37,56 27,56 [s]
y'= 217
Valve opening full [turns] Ave. Time 28,048|([s]
Flow 42,784|[l/min]
Outlet meter [I/min]
Min 38 [I/min]
Max 55 [I/min]
Median[l/min]
Notes:

*Samples in |/hr, using |/min to work with the spreadsheet




Andres Castro Herrera

Date: 16.03.2019

I/hr 13,32 26,64 39,96 53,28 66,6 79,92 93,24 106,56
Measuring point Flow - flowmeter [I/min]. Sampling every 15 s for 4 min. Total nr. of samples: 17 Time of measurement
(Re) | Time of
Positioni| the day
Nr. Name | x[m] | y[m] | z[m] Error 0 0,222 0,444 0,666 | 0,888 1,11 1,332 1,554 | 1,776 ng from to
4 1vB -0,89 |137,13 0
5 1VM -0,89 | 437,13 0 4 3 5 5 22:10 22:42 22:46
6 VT -0,89 | 637,13 0
10 1HB 0,89 [137,13 0
11 1HM 0,89 [437,13 0 4 11 1 1 17:28 17:59 18:03
12 1HT 0,89 [637,13 0
16 2VB -0,5 [137,13 0
17 2VM -0,5 [437,13 0 9 4 4 21:14 21:45 21:49
18 2VT -0,5 [637,13 0
22 2HB 0,5 137,13 0
23 2HM 0,5 437,13 0 3 2 5 5 1 1 18:20 18:51 18:55
24 2HT 0,5 637,13 0
28 3VB -0,25 | 137,13 0
29 3VM -0,25 | 437,13 0 10 5 2 20:28 20:59 21:03
30 3VT -0,25 | 637,13 0
34 3HB 0,25 [ 137,13 0
35 3HM 0,25 [437,13 0 2 7 6 1 1 19:03 19:36 19:40
36 3HT 0,25 [637,13 0
Water flow
y'= 213 Vann stand Bucket & Stopclock (20 1)
Ave. (y')q 212,875|[mm] Nr. T (+10s) T
H= 950 [mm] 1 40,31 30,31 [s)
y'= 215 y'=| 206 h=[  737,125|[mm] 2 38,37 28,37 [s]
. yB=|  137,125|[mm] 3 39,19 29,19 [s]
yM=[  437,125|[mm] 4 38,09 28,09 [s]
O yT= 637,125|[mm] 5 36,9 26,9 [s]
y'= 217,5
Valve opening full [turns] Ave. Time 28,572|[s]
Flow 41,999|[l/min]
Outlet meter [l/min]
Min 35 [I/min]
Max 56 [I/min]
Median[l/min]
Notes:

*Samples in I/hr, using I/min to work with the spreadsheet




Andres Castro Herrera

Date: 18.03.2019

I/hr 13,32 26,64 39,96 53,28 66,6 79,92 93,24 106,56
Measuring point Flow - flowmeter [I/min]. Sampling every 15 s for 4 min. Total nr. of samples: 17 Time of measurement
(Re) | Time of
Positioni| the day
Nr. Name | x[m] |y [mm]| z [m] Error 0 0,222 0,444 0,666 | 0,888 1,11 1,332 1,554 | 1,776 ng from to
4 1vB -0,89 | 135,5 0 5 7 4 19:00 19:31 19:35
5 1VM -0,89 | 435,5 0
6 VT -0,89 | 635,5 0 2 5 9 14:11 15:17 15:21
10 1HB 0,89 | 135,5 0
11 1HM 0,89 | 435,5 0
12 1HT 0,89 | 635,5 0
16 2VB -0,5 | 135,5 0 2 7 5 18:02 18:35 18:39
17 2VM -0,5 | 435,5 0
18 2VT -0,5 | 635,5 0 7 5 4 1 15:34 16:05 16:09
22 2HB 0,5 135,5 0
23 2HM 0,5 435,5 0
24 2HT 0,5 635,5 0
28 3VB -0,25 | 135,5 0 12 4 1 17:09 17:40 17:44
29 3VM -0,25 | 435,5 0
30 3VT -0,25 | 635,5 0 9 5 3 16:16 16:50 16:54
34 3HB 0,25 | 135,5 0
35 3HM 0,25 | 435,5 0
36 3HT 0,25 | 635,5 0
Water flow
y'= 214 Vann stand Bucket & Stopclock (20 1)
Ave. (y')q 214,5([mm] Nr. T (+10s) T
H= 950|[mm] 1 38,96 28,96 [s]
y'= 217 '=| 207,5 h= 735,5|[mm] 2 39,36 29,36 [s]
. yB= 135,5|[mm] 3 39,29 29,29 [s]
yM= 435,5|[mm] 4 38,23 28,23 [s]
O yT= 635,5|[mm] 5 37,3 27,3 [s]
y'= 219,5
Valve opening full [turns] Ave. Time 28,628|[s]
Flow 41,917|[l/min]
Outlet meter [I/min]
Min 40 [I/min]
Max 53 [I/min]
Median[l/min]
Notes:

*Samples in I/hr, using I/min to work with the spreadsheet




Arrival at lab: 11:20
Andres Castro Herrera Date: 05.04.2019
I/hr 13,32 26,64 39,96 53,28 66,6 79,92 93,24 106,56
Measuring point Flow - flowmeter [I/min]. Sampling every 15 s for 4 min. Total nr. of samples: 17 Time of measurement
(Re) | Time of
Positioni| the day
Nr. Name | x[m] | y[m] | z[m] Error 0 0,222 0,444 0,666 0,888 1,11 1,332 1,554 1,776 ng from to
4 1VB -0,89 | 139,5 0
5 VM -0,89 | 439,5 0
6 VT -0,89 | 639,5 0
10 1HB 0,89 | 139,5 0 4 10 3 17:14( 18:19] 18:23
11 1HM 0,89 | 439,5 0
12 1HT 0,89 | 639,5 0
16 2VB -0,5 | 139,5 0
17 2VM -0,5 | 439,5 0
18 2VT -0,5 | 639,5 0
22 2HB 0,5 [ 139,5 0 1 1 8 7 18:53( 19:26] 19:30
23 2HM 0,5 [ 439,5 0
24 2HT 0,5 [ 639,5 0
28 3VB -0,25 | 139,5 0
29 3VM -0,25 | 439,5 0
30 3VT -0,25 | 639,5 0
34 3HB 0,25 | 139,5 0 11 6 19:45( 20:22| 20:26
35 3HM 0,25 | 439,5 0 3 5 8 1 20:41| 21:12 21:16
36 3HT 0,25 | 639,5 0
Water flow kl.17:07
y'= 209 Vann stand Bucket & Stopclock (20 1)
Ave. (y')3 210,5|[mm] Nr. T (+10s) T
kl.16:25 H= 950|[mm] 1 39,57 29,57 [s]
y'= 213 y'=| 204 h= 739,5([mm] 2 38,33 28,33 [s]
o yB= 139,5|[mm] 3 37,56 27,56 [s]
yM= 439,5|[mm] 4 37,93 27,93 [s]
O yT= 639,5([mm] 5 37,46 27,46 [s]
y'= 216
Valve opening full [turns] Ave. Time 28,17|[s]
Flow | 42,59850905 [I/min]
Outlet meter [I/min] kl.16:31
Min 38 [I/min]
Max 53 [I/min]
Median[l/min]
Notes:

*Samples in I/hr, using |/min to work with the spreadsheet

*Opened valve 14:52 after installing new straight inlet

*15:52 started positioning meter, in-line meter, osv

*Water/tank looks greener, little algae growth after being resting some days
*Decided to make 1 simulation with average of flows.




Arrival at lab: ~12:40

Andres Castro Herrera Date: 06.04.2019
I/hr 13,32 26,64 39,96 53,28 66,6 79,92 93,24 106,56 119,88
Measuring point Flow - flowmeter [I/min]. Sampling every 15 s for 4 min. Total nr. of samples: 17 Time of measurement
(Re) [ Time of
Positioni| the day
Nr. Name | x[m] | y[m] | z[m] Error 0 0,222 0,444 0,666 0,888 1,11 1,332 1,554 1,776 1,998 ng from to
4 1VB -0,89 | 137,75 0
5 VM -0,89 |437,75 0
6 VT -0,89 | 637,75 0
10 1HB 0,89 [137,75 0
11 1HM 0,89 (437,75 0 6 10 1 14:43 15:15 15:19
12 1HT 0,89 [637,75 0 1 10 6 15:35 16:06 16:10|
16 2VB -0,5 137,75 0
17 2VM -0,5 |437,75 0
18 2VT -0,5 |637,75 0 2 13 2 19:13 19:49 19:53
22 2HB 0,5 [137,75 0
23 2HM 0,5 |437,75 0 15 2 13:39 14:25 14:29
24 2HT 0,5 |637,75 0 3 7 5 2 16:26 16:57 17:01
28 3VB -0,25 | 137,75 0
29 3VM -0,25 | 437,75 0
30 3VT -0,25 | 637,75 0 9 7 1 18:12 18:48 18:52
34 3HB 0,25 (137,75 0
35 3HM 0,25 (437,75 0
36 3HT 0,25 [637,75 0 2 7 5 3 17:11 17:42 17:46
Water flow finished kl.13:23
y'= 210 Vann stand Bucket & Stopclock (20 1)
Ave. (y')4 212,25([mm] Nr. T (+10s) T
kl.15:41 H= 950|[mm] 1 38,49 28,49 [s]
y'= 216 y'=| 205 h= 737,75|[mm] 2 36,9 26,9 [s]
. yB= 137,75|[mm] 3 37,23 27,23 [s]
yM= 437,75|[mm] 4 38,53 28,53 [s]
@) yT= 637,75([mm] 5 37,46 27,46 [s]
y'= 218
Valve opening full [turns] Ave. Time [s]
Flow [I/min]
Outlet meter [l/min] kl. 12:52-12:53
Min 51 [I/min]
Max 57 [I/min]
Median[l/min]
Notes:

*Samples in I/hr, using I/min to work with the spreadsheet

*Tiny spider in tank's wall :)




Arrival at lab: ~12:30

Andres Castro Herrera Date: 07.04.2019
I/hr 13,32 26,64 39,96 53,28 66,6 79,92 93,24 106,56
Measuring point Flow - flowmeter [I/min]. Sampling every 15 s for 4 min. Total nr. of samples: 17 Time of measurement
(Re) | Time of
Positioni| the day
Nr. Name | x[m] | y[m] | z[m] Error 0 0,222 0,444 0,666 | 0,888 1,11 1,332 1,554 | 1,776 ng from to
4 1VB -0,89 [135,25| 0
5 1VM -0,89 [435,25| 0 1 13 3 16:28| 16:59| 17:03
6 VT -0,89 [635,25| 0 6 8 3 14:29| 16:16| 16:20
10 1HB 0,89 |13525| O
11 1HM 0,89 |43525| O
12 1HT 0,89 |63525| O
16 2VB -0,5 |13525| 0
17 2VM -0,5 |43525| 0 5 9 3 17:17| 17:48| 17:52
18 2VT -0,5 |63525| 0
22 2HB 0,5 [13525| 0O
23 2HM 0,5 [43525| O
24 2HT 0,5 [63525| 0
28 3VB -0,25 [135,25] 0
29 3VM -0,25 [435,25] 0 8 9 18:06| 18:37[ 18:41
30 3VT -0,25 [635,25| 0
34 3HB 0,25 |13525| O
35 3HM 0,25 |43525| 0
36 3HT 0,25 |63525| 0
Water flow
y'= 214 Vann stand Bucket & Stopclock (20 1) finished k. 14:08
Ave. (y')q 214,75|[mm] Nr. T (+10s) T
kl.13:38 H= 950([mm] 1 39,28 29,28 [s]
y'= 217 y'=| 208 h= 735,25|[mm] 2 37,47 27,47 [s]
. yB= 135,25([mm] 3 36,26 26,26 [s]
yM= 435,25|[mm] 4 38,36 28,36 [s]
O yT= 635,25|[mm] 5 36,93 26,93 [s]
y'= 220
Valve opening full [turns] Ave. Time 27,66|[s]
Flow 43,384|[l/min]
Outlet meter [l/min] kl.13:40-13:41
Min 51 [I/min]
Max 59 [I/min]
Median[l/min]
Notes:

*Samples in I/hr, using I/min to work with the spreadsheet




Arrival at lab: ~15:00

Andres Castro Herrera Date: 08.04.2019
I/hr 13,32 26,64 39,96 53,28 66,6 79,92 93,24 106,56
Measuring point Flow - flowmeter [I/min]. Sampling every 15 s for 4 min. Total nr. of samples: 17 Time of measurement
(Re) | Time of
Positioni| the day
Nr. Name | x[m] | y[m] | z[m] Error 0 0,222 0,444 0,666 | 0,888 1,11 1,332 1,554 | 1,776 ng from to
4 1vB -0,89 133 0 1 14 2 18:43 19:14 19:18
5 1VM -0,89 | 433 0
6 VT -0,89 633 0
10 1HB 0,89 133 0
11 1HM 0,89 433 0
12 1HT 0,89 633 0
16 2VB -0,5 133 0 6 3 5 2 1 17:36 18:09 18:13
17 2VM -0,5 433 0
18 2VT -0,5 633 0
22 2HB 0,5 133 0
23 2HM 0,5 433 0
24 2HT 0,5 633 0
28 3VB -0,25 133 0 12 4 1 16:38 17:09 17:13
29 3VM -0,25 | 433 0
30 3VT -0,25 633 0
34 3HB 0,25 133 0
35 3HM 0,25 433 0
36 3HT 0,25 633 0
Water flow
y'= 216 Vann stand Bucket & Stopclock (20 1) finished kl. 16:06
Ave. (y')q 217|[mm] Nr. T (+10s) T
kl.15:30 H= 950|[mm] 1 39,98 29,98 [s]
y'= 219 y'=| 210 h= 733|[mm] 2 38,6 28,6 [s]
. yB= 133|[mm] 3 37,39 27,39 [s]
yM= 433|[mm] 4 38,4 28,4 [s]
O yT= 633|[mm] 5 37,36 27,36 [s]
y'= 223
Valve opening full [turns] Ave. Time 28,346([s]
Flow 42,334|[l/min]
Outlet meter [I/min] kl.15:41-15:42
Min 51 [I/min]
Max 59 [I/min]
Median[l/min]
Notes:

*Samples in I/hr, using I/min to work with the spreadsheet

*At 2VB changed from (i think it was) 39,96 to 26,64 (hard to focus immediately), changed back to 39,96

then changed back to 26,64 as in previous similar situations was done (first sure reading recorded;




Appendix 9: Goal tables from simulations

Andrés Castro Herrera |[NMBU 139



140 Andrés Castro Herrera | NMBU



88 :|ensaqul sisAjeuy
L££0T :[ ] suoneiay

T6269€0S0°0 [9€SCY/00°0 SOA|00T 88777619670 L6/S0L€8T0 7€598£062°0 895054262°0 | [s/wod] ¢1 (Z) Avdojap od cq
LTLYYSEY'0  [9T966CEVTO SOA|00T 188686LT°9C- |T¥86TECE9C- [8759585C'9C- ¥861€CE'9C- | [s/wo] TT (X) Axp0oj3A Od
T9S6T6TY0'0 [858088200°0 SOA|00T GECT6067C'0- [Z2er609920- [TE6V8TISTO- 6€VTLTST0- | [s/wI] TT (Z) AMd0oJaA ©d
€8009T€9¥0 |T¥¥L95L2T 0 SOA|00T 9CTT79999'9¢- |L88T¥6L'9C- €99/€S€L9C- L88TV¥6L°9C- | [s/wd] TT (X) A}120[3A Dd ¢
¥618/£080°0 [2698TST000 SOA|00T 600687CV.‘0- |TTOVZ68YL'0- [2SLLS9SYL 0- €816GTVL0- | [s/wI] 0T (2) Axd0|aA od 19
€€€/90L0S0 |S888SE6TT0 S9A|00T €87699/8'9¢- [7£€£509669C- [949T0¥6'9C- L€50966°9C- | [s/wd] 0T (X) Axd0jaA Od
SE€/TTLETO'0 [LT18T8T0O00 SOA|00T 8T/V08€80'0- |9€TEE9980°0- [99220S80°0- TLTT6Y80°0- | [s/wo] 6 (z) Avdojapn od v
6L0SLT8VY'0 [CSTITSYITO SOA|00T ¥86TEST6'ST 658T78008°S¢C 77605798°S¢ ¥86C€ST6'ST | [s/wod] 6 (X) AxdojaA od
T280¢¥8T0'0 [€T9€6/TO0 SOA|00T 750/95590°0- [T8TE0S€80°0- [£€L06817L0°0- 8/0T€EB0'0- | [s/wd] 8 (z) Avdojap od
9Z8YYT0SY'0 [SS66EL0TT0 SOA|00T EV0CYSL'ST 87089t79°S¢ 6¥7£70889°ST €V0ThSyL'ST | [s/wo] 8 (X) AxdojaA od v
T€6/0€S20°0 [L¥TLEC0TO0 SOA|00T 160905500 99/€78¥€0°0 LEE069S70°0 £9%ST79€0°0 | [s/wo] L (z) Ayojapn od -
S¥20899¥Y'0 |V6T6ETLTTO SOA|00T €7¥90808'S¢ ¥0576089°ST TET6LSYL'ST €290808°ST | [s/wo] L (X) AxdojaA od
CIPENTR) eya@| 9douadianuo) u|asn [9] ss@480.4d|anjep wnwixen| anjep wnwiulAl|  anjep padesany an|ep uun swenN |eoo| sweu
uoiysod
Suidwes

[[31nejaq] sjjem se 1593 aulyal [enba - Hd J0 uonisod 133103 - sdw €T 14da1S"LAd WL




88 :|eAsdqul sisAjeuy
SL0T :[ ] suonesay

19€782CS00 ON|0 G8/60CT8S‘T YTvLT68TS'T €99¥195S°T S8/60CT8ST [%] 9 Ayisuayu| 2dU3|ngIn] Od €q
88750000 ON|0 787988000 ¥66T€800°0 899098000 787988000 [w] 9 Yy18ua7 adud|ngin] od
§9869/10°0 ON|0 LTVL689LS'T 8//86T6TS'T 8¥T0CTYSS'T LTV1689/S°T [%] G Ausuaju| 2dud|nginy 5d
LTT687000°0 ON|0 6966958000 758080800°0  |ZTLEE800°0 6966958000 [w] S y38ua1 adu3Inginy od ¢
7S8/0T9%0°0 ON|0 €T/8TL6ST L/T6L0TSS'T €/TE0TSLST €T/L8TL6ST [%] ¥ AMsuayu| 2du3|ngIn] od -
9TS8E¥000°0 ON|0 €T0T¥7800°0  |/6%208.00°0 €607£0800°0 €T0T¥Z800°0 [w] ¥ Y18ua aouajngun] od
T9569€/100 ON|0 8YTTTEL8Y'T £897S66EY'T 786887911 8YCCCeL8Y'T [%] € Ausuaju| adu3|nginy 5d ey
901960000 ON|0 £150%98000 TL7¥T1800°0 GETS0Y800°0 £1S0%9800°0 [w] € y33ua7 aou3Inginy od
€5CLTELS00 ON|0 88/T0€/8S'T SESYL66CST T8.6£009S°T 88/T0E/8ST [%] ¢ Awsuau| dud|nginy od
1988790000 ON|0 768£79600°0 T€0666800°0 S¥/87€600°0 7681796000 [w] T Y38ua1 aou3Inginy od ad
690887900 ON|0 8T¥/S¥S99'T 8€/9/5709°'T €/706V7S€9°T 8T¥/LS¥S99°'T [%] T Ausuaju| 2dud|nginy 5d v
85/7890000 ON|0 LTTEOTOTO'0  |6SE0Z¥600°0 S6/../600°0 LTTE0TOTO0 [w] T y38ua1 adu3|nginy od
68069£050°0 | T¥8¥€99T00 S9A|00T 890/G6E0€'0  |927TTTELBTO 7SSTSEL6T0 895899€0€°0 | [s/wd] 2T (2) Awdojap od -
89TL¥YSEV'D |668486THT 0 S9A|00T 19279S1°9¢- ¥12662°92- €G90€S€T9¢- ¥12662°9C- [s/wd] ZT (X) Axd0ojaA ©d
T¥E6T6TY00 |£2697SETO0 S9A|00T ¥0L66T/92°0- |TE99YL08T°0- |CSPEE6CLT'O- ¢1895£92°0- | [s/wd] 1T (Z) AwdolaA od
¥/9STSE9Y'0 |T669Y30ET 0 S9A|00T G0£008S9°9Z-  |¥00S888/°97- [¥586S0€L‘9C- §888.°9¢- [s/wd] TT (X) Axd0J2A Od ¢
16T£S0T80°0 |80Z#ST00'0 S9A|00T 9TLIVSYL0- T66TEESL0- 8T///90SL'0- 8TEL00SL'0- | [s/wod] 0T (z) Ay20J3A 9d -
89/0%0805'0 |960ZZS8TT0 S9A|00T 6568€¥88°9¢-  |89TT6200°LZ- |T#2900S6°9C- L116200°2LC- | [S/wd] 0T (X) Axd0J2A ©d
L¥S9TLETO'0 |¥69T+8Z00°0 S9A|00T 89€681880°0- |V///69T60°0- |¥CE9¥T680°0- S8761880°0- | [S/wd] 6 (z) Ao0jaA 0d ey
S¥S9TL8YY'0 [2€97£90CT 0 S9A|00T £1S67906'ST ¥TT79S8L'ST L0ETT6V8'ST L1S62906ST | [S/wd] 6 (X) A1120|3A Od
8€76¥0LT0'0 |7SS0TZ89TO0 S9A|00T GLE9SY6S0°0- |£T69/79/0°0- [2008£6890°0- 86C/6GL0°0- | [s/wod] 8 (z) Ao0jaA od
CTLTETTSY'0 [8€94SS8TT 0 S9A|00T £808C0€EL’ST €CETLTTIST 79€6L119°ST £80820€L'ST | [s/wd] 8 (X) Axd0J2A Od ad
€€960£520°0 |#8TTSECO0 S9A|00T 660784/90°0  |9TTLT¥¥00 8STYCTSS00 LTT668YV10°0 | [S/wd] £ (Z) AnoojaA od v
7STv98LY1‘0 |TO9TL96TT O S9A|00T €0TS096L°SC €¥6/€9/9°SC TTSEVOvLiST €0TS096.°ST | [s/wd] £ (X) AxdojaA od
elsllu) eljled wucwm‘_w>cou u| asn _.X_ mmm‘_wo‘_n_ oNnjeA WnNWIXeA | @njeA wnwiullpn onjeA _”vwmm;w>< onjeA uun SWeN |eoo aweu
uonisod
Suldwes

[[3Inejaq] s||em j0 1533 - Dd O uonisod 1331100 - sdw yET| LHdAT1S'1ad wiL




€9 :lensaqui sishjeuy

6v¢€ :[ ] suonesay

S000¥SL290 |vw/LL8L1°0 S9A|00T ¥S¥85866'€C ¥Z0ETB9S €T LISTTSYLEC LTTTST9L'ET | [s/wd] 8T A1D0|9A Dd
96859060 [££9959885°0 S9A|00T 8YY.LIvT6'9C 1€60926V°'ST 19896€17'9C 6ELLLYEE'IT | [S/WI] LT Adojap od
S88TECYTL0 [BTEEETVEED S9A|00T 10L260v07C TLSE9LSSET GSS8S86L°EC EETEVIVE'ET | [S/wI] 97T A1D0|9A Dd
TTTZY86YY'0 [2S09€0670°0 S9A|00T €¥765578'6T LLSL69Y9'6T YT96T8EL'6T €YC655C8'6T | [S/WI] ST A1d0jaA Od
5616780250 [¥T90V68C'0 S9A|00T 89¥1SS0T6T €€6S.1988T S87979/06T 89YTSSOT'6T | [s/wd] T AMDO[9A Dd
¥£95.999%'0 |T8E6ITTLE D S9A|00T LIYTET60'6T STETS8S9'ST 86T0TYT6'ST €E9VYE6S'ST | [S/WI] €1 A1120[3A Od
¥SOTOOETE'D |ZZO0SYSET 0 S9A|00T L9ETB6LLET r6LT00SET 976LL8S9°ET L9ET86LL'ET | [s/wd] T A20J9A Od
8/998YTE'D [SEBESEL6L'0 S9A|00T ST9EETBT'ET 6/6TTS6LCT ¥918YST6'CT STIEETBT'ET | [S/WI] 1T A1120[9A Od
9TOSELEOED [965/7/862°0 S9A|00T 88S98T€E6CT 6€9691C T 9€651685CT 885998TE6'CT | [S/wd] 0T A120]9A Dd
9€060¥9179°0 [€SLTS9VIT'0 S9A|00T 6656500C7C 7875967S€C 71667788EC SLETIETT VT | [S/WI] 6 A20[9A Dd
Y0ECTIVLL'D |SLESBEET O S9A|00T 956¥/£€91°9¢C €¥57L919°SC 6€87SST6'ST 9S6¥/€91°9C | [s/wd] 8 A1dojap od
Y€LL67969°0 |96T6VTTTT0 S9A|00T 19¢TLY0T Ve T6EEBEBTET ¥9.61199°€C T9CTLYOT VT | [S/W9] L A120[aA 5d
SLT9€S86C0 [T068689/1°0 S9A|00T TYCTESEE YT ¥9T0SST VT TTLEGOVT VT S6/90VCEYT | [S/wd] 9 A1dojap od
769786CTED |VEBEVTHZT'0 S9A|00T YOVEELIT VT TZ06T8ET VT 9816890C VT TT68YTLT YT | [S/WI] S A)20[aA Bd
669V0EETE'D [¢8E8SL060°0 SOA[00T 9EVYEIBSET €67SELBEET LTOEYYOSET €6CSELBE'ET | [S/wI] ¥ A1120jaA Od
CE9T096EY'0 [£9/£69250°0 S9A|00T 87S17STT0C S09TTOE6'6T L66/6€50°0C 8¢ST¢SCC'0T | [s/w9] € A20[aA Bd
VL6LESTES'D |TLBEVEYTTO S9A|00T 9089¢109°8T £6£9087T'8T L1608Y.1'ST T790V6.LS°8T | [s/wd] 7 ADojaA Dd
LOESBEBIV'0 [£8E/8LTTT'0 S9A|00T T6ELTLEYLT CIVETYO0'LT ¥70SL09€'LT €6VCYL0S LT | [S/WI] T A)20[9A Bd

eLall) elag| 9ouadisAuo) ujasn| [%] sse4304d|anjeA wnwixe|Al| snjeA wnWIUlAl|  9njeA paSelany anjepn uun sweN |eoo

[[3Inejoq] uonedijda "|e 32 9]409] 14da1S’|e 32 9]40D Jue} |euoseldo

wonog Y¥/X 520
S|PPIN Y/X SL0
dol ¥/x S0
wonog Y/X 50
3IPPIN Y/X S0
dol 4/x 50
wonog Y¥/x S0
S|PPIN Y/X ST°0
dol ¥/x 570
wonog Y/X 50~
3IPPIIN Y/X SL0-
dol ¥/x 5.0
wonog Y/x §Z0-
SIPPIN ¥/X ST'0-
dol ¥/x 5Z0-
wonog ¥/x §°0-
3IPPIIN H/X S0~
doy ¥/x 50
uonduosap
uollisod



€9 :Jensdnu] sishjeuy

ot¢€ :[ ] suonesay

99919%/79°0 |92SLTTITH0 S9A|00T ¥TS6S816'E€C YTTTST6T'EC 8888CVC9'EC T/8SC0LEET | [s/wn] 8T A120|9A Dd
886,0098.°0 |6TTEL6SLT'0 SOA[00T 11651585 LT6TTTLE6'VT LTT918SY'SC Tyv60TTE'ST | [S/Wo] LT Adojap Dd
¥78869¢TL'0 [S66876C69'0 S9A[00T €/557968°€C 8785/091'€C SrSL895°EC 89750898°€C | [s/wo9] 9T A120|9A Dd
€T¥9906v7'0 [869TLETIE'D SOA[00T LT966EVL'6T 9768Y7L1'6T €6860597'61 L96/¥€0S'6T | [s/WO] ST A1120]3A Od
808CC0ETS0 #2S96LLT°0 S9A|00T L0066.6'8T ¥88TETTEST LSSYTLYS 8T £0066/6'ST [s/wo] ¥T A11D0|aA Od
70€09699%'0 |€0598566T°0 SOA[00T L€98/888'8T 760878661 76T6V3TE ST £€98/888'8T | [s/wo] €1 A1120]3A Od
8€69€090€'0 [6¢ZEENS90'0 S9A[00T 80STLI6L'ET EV6ESET 6L¥0TT99°ET 9765S6SS'ET | [s/wo] TT A120J9A Dd
6LTTTETED [607LE999T0 S9A[00T 70T8Z00E'ET 9€99€TTLCT LT8EOSSO'ET 9€99€TTLCT | [S/WO] 1T A120[9A Dd
88¥0SSTTIE'D |¥2989TSCC'0 S9A|00T LL559966'CT 6V9EETETTT TL66VLTT 6V9EETETCT | [S/wn] 0T A120|9A Dd
9S0STT6€9°0 |T88880EST 0 S9A[00T 6S66CEV6'ET T90LTEVSET 8T800TYL'EC 2L08¢L69°€T | [s/wo] 6 A1120J3A Od
989¥8LELL'D |ETTEVSTLS'O S9A|00T £9900€08'SC SYEIVOET'ST CEV6I8YY'ST £9900€08'Se | [s/w9] 8 A11D0|aA Od
TT//£890890 [6690CEEYY'0 S9A[00T 8T/898E'EC TTSSEV6TT 60CTESTTEC 6687SY00°€C | [S/Wo] £ A12oj3p 9d
¥661SLY0E'0 |906¥9€2SC'0 S9A|00T 699CLET VT 897T€8TB'ET 6T7S7886°ET SS/L0T6ET [s/wo] 9 A11D0|aA Od
TY8SLTITED [LE6VOVYST'O S9A[00T TLTEOEB0 VT 6ETTTYTLIET EETETBSY'ET TLTE0E80YT | [S/Wo] S Ad0jaA Dd
LYTESEVOE'D |S¥8LL6V60°0 S9A|00T GEV8ITTI'ET €91796980°€T ETELGVOV'ET G€00999S°€T | [s/wd] ¥ A1120[9A Od
¥87S0V8YY'0 |SO9ETVEST 0 S9A[00T TTTTIVEYT'0C v0T¥0T6Y'6T TTE00T08'61 TTCIVEPC'0T | [S/Wo] € Ad0jaA Dd
8STLY¥67S'0 |662TC987C 0 S9A|00T LST8YSTE'ST €7966800°81T LSL9TYST'8T LST8YSTE'ST | [s/wo] ¢ Aojap od
69759079Y°0 [€T8CTO9TT0 S9A[00T 69ETLTYY LT 89€/.766'9T 69v0TY0T LT SYTEYO0'LT [s/wo] T A120J3A 9d

elI91I) eyaqa| 9ouadianuo) ujasn| [%] ssau8oud|anjep winwixel| anjeA wnwiulAl|  anjeA padesany anjep uun aweN |eoo

[[3Inejaqg] ¢ uonedijdal *|e 19 940D - g¢ 3Sed| 14da1S’|e 19 340D )ue) |[euoseldQ

wonog Y¥/X 520
S|PPIN Y/X SL0
dol ¥/x S0
wonog Y/X 50
3IPPIN Y/X S0
dol 4/x 50
wonog Y¥/x S0
S|PPIN Y/X ST°0
dol ¥/x 570
wonog Y/X 50~
3IPPIIN Y/X SL0-
dol ¥/x 5.0
wonog Y/x §Z0-
SIPPIN ¥/X ST'0-
dol ¥/x 5Z0-
wonog ¥/x §°0-
3IPPIIN H/X S0~
doy ¥/x 50

uoidiasap uoisod



€9 :|ensdqul sisAjeuy
68€ :[ ] suonesay

€/S8YTTEY'0 |6CT806¥F10 S9A|00T TS/L8Y9ES VT 6LETSSEB'ET 9EVYBELT VT ¥0E00SST YT | [S/wd] 8T A20JaA Od
LEVTOY08L'0 |V€99TE00S0 S9A|00T 88T9T6V/L'9T ¥6TELS'ST LSLL9TTT'9T 9185006%°9C | [s/wI] LT A1D0]3A Dd
L886//T69'0 |V69SETLISO S9A|00T 206279T0E 1T TELLTLTS'ET LyYTL998°E€T 9Y86E€L6T VT | [S/wd] 9T Ad0JaA Od
9€9T/VESY'0 |6TVSVEGYTO S9A|00T 67LLYEBE0T Z8ETT000°0T 90SET96T°0T ¥2020910°0T | [s/wd] ST A1120J9A Od
S0/6/86TS'0 |98ZEIPTSL0 S9A|00T S970vS6S'6T 96169T8T'6T 969v.T8V'6T ¥.60C6v'61 [s/wo] T AN20J9A Od
68/85¥¥9¥'0 |T8T8697CE0 S9A|00T ST8YYTIS'6T L00SL/8T'6T SOSYEEY'6T 6879TTV'6T [s/wo] €1 A1120J9A Od
C8TYISTE'D |VST6L192C0 S9A|00T L86SLLTY'VT 68765€90'VT 6ST6LSETYT €9€50087 VT | [s/wd] 1 A120[aA Dd
C6TESTYTE'D |V8L6TBLETD S9A|00T 9LT6TEVI'ET 86T9VSOV'ET 8Y769E8Y'ET 6LTYYESET [s/wo] 1T A1120J9A Od
6866€086C'0 |V/LLETCIEL0 S9A|00T 7S/SSOSE'ET YIv8YSL6'CT LETEIVTT'ET YTv69vrT €T | [s/wd] 0T Au20JaA 9d
S¥086/E€€9°0 |6909€T66C°0 S9A|00T €TLT0LYI' VT 6¥9.080C'17C ¥8€608TY' VT 6TE6YITT YT | [S/WI] 6 A120[aA Od
€879T80/L'0 |6VEVSTYS'O S9A|00T TTSEVSTTIT €/16599/5'ST SESLYLLL'ST TTSEVSTT'9T | [s/wd] 8 A1120]9A Od
TL69L/9TL'0 |9TLELSTOVO S9A|00T 50958521 VT ¥Z1697T0'ET 69TL¥T99°E€T LT999€S6°€T | [s/wo9] L Ayaojap od
TYTEEST6C'0 |TTLOESTELO S9A|00T 866706/8VT S20T99VS VT 786VL0VL YT YIVTZOTL YT | [S/wd] 9 A1120]9A Od
#9T0S00ZE0 [29€S685VT 0 S9A|00T L1S68TLYT ¥€950€85 VT 6079/999vT ¥SLTLY89YT | [s/wd] 5 A1d0|aA Od
C66ET6TE'0  |S6LT08Y60°0 S9A|00T 6v606297' VT T9E9ETIL'ET S1890/20vT ¥9T¥6950°vT | [S/wd] ¥ AMD0]9A Od
S0/89/¥EV'0 |8696E807T°0 S9A|00T 9560670°TC 6SLTELOE 0T 67/.2079°0C ST1998.L°0C [s/wo] € A1120|aA Od
609/TSCS'0  |€96/19592°0 S9A|00T S06EV676'ST GEEBTSS'ST LL0TOT8L'ST TETTOST68T | [s/wd] 7 Aiaojap od
¥6¥¥ZI89Y0 [TSTTCITTZ0 S9A|00T €19/5091°8T 1896VC€9°LT €€09/TS6°LT TTT9ESS0'8T | [s/wo] T A120|3A 9d

elLl) elog| 9douadisnuo) ujasn| [%] sseu804d|anjep wnwixelp|| snjeA wnwiul(  anjeA pagessay anjep uun sweN |eoo

[[3Inejaq] € uonedidai "[e 12 940D - €€ 95e3] 14dd1S |€ 32 940D Yue] [euose o

won0g ¥/X S0
3IPPIIN Y¥/X GL0
dol ¥/X 5.0
wonog ¥/x 50
3IPPIN Y¥/X S0
doyl ¥/x 50
wonog ¥/x ST'0
3IPPIIN Y/X ST'0
dol ¥/x SZ‘0
wonog 4/X S£‘0-
3IPPIN ¥/X SL°0-
dol ¥/x L0
wonog Y/X 52'0-
3IPPIN ¥/X ST‘0-
dol ¥/x Sz‘0-
wonog Y/x §‘0-
3|PPIIN /X SO~
doj ¥/x 50-
CO_HQ_Lume uollisod



€T :|ensd1ul sishjeuy
€81 :[ ] suonesay

SELSLOSYE'D |L6L0608EED S9A|00T 60vPTSE0CT 7E6078LTTT 9C/LS9S‘TT 6¥90000C°TT | [s/wo] T (2) AxdojaA od
VL6STSYE'D  |C799988€€0 S9A(00T TT£200v0°CT 6508¢€8TTT LL8SOTLSTT 6650/70T°TT | [s/wo] T Ad0j9A Od
elaI) eyaa| oouaBianuo) ujasn| [%] ssei8oid|anjep wnwixel| anjep wnwiuin|  anjep paSelany anjep uun aweN [eoo

[LLHT] ¥ 3se) - juel qeq ysi4] INSVYA1S'vzased Asse qejysy yuel




€PT :|ensanui sishjeuy

181 :[ ] suonesa

9906807SE0 |ZE600LYE0 S9A|00T €09€8€TETT T6VTISLETT €ETEEE0BTT £199668€'TT | [s/wod] T (z) AxdojaA od
€59VSTTSED |STE8YILYED S9A|00T 9%808¢€‘CT €60606.€'TT 9TCSSL08'TT 9886/€6ETT | [s/wd] T Ad0jaA Dd
IE k) eyaqa| oouadisauo) ujasn| [9] ssai8oud|anjea wnwixe| anjea wnwiui|  enjep paSesany aneal  aun aweN |eoo

[[LHT]3USINGIN] g JEUIWE] {;Z = G 958D - uUeL qeq Ysid] INSVA1S 7Zose) Asse qejysy sjuerl




€T :|ensd1ul sishjeuy
8t [ ] suonesay

€€/99/SPE0 |EOV8TI6EED S9A[00T 8YTTCOV0CT 8C088LLTTT LTIVTTLSTT ¥S096/8T'TT | [s/wd] T (2) AxdojaA od
¥€L0S8SYE'0 [€0S8E0VED S9A(00T €85S6¥0°CT 8EVSLTSTTT ST8YY9LSTT 989/976T'TT | [s/wd] T Ad0j9A Od
elaI) eyaa| oouaBianuo) ujasn| [%] ssei8oid|anjep wnwixel| anjep wnwiuin|  anjep paSelany anjep uun aweN [eoo

[LLHT] ssauysnol yum 'z = 92 ase) -juel qeq ysi4] INSYa1S'yzased Asse qejysy yuel




£9T :|ensd1ul sishjeuy
tLp :[ ] suonesay|

TSTEI0VED  |T6TLETOEED S9A[00T TI8VSYOTT'TT TO8EECYL0T 8CEIV6L6'0T TO8EECYL 0T | [S/wo] T (2) AxdojaA od
65700L07€°0 |860ST98EED S9A(00T ¥SL99ETT'TT L668LSYL0T TLT18286°0T L668LSYL'0T | [s/wd] T Ad0j9A Od
elaI) eyaa| oouaBianuo) ujasn| [%] ssei8oid|anjep wnwixel| anjep wnwiuin|  anjep paSelany anjep uun aweN [eoo

[LLHT] £Z 3se) - juel qeq ysi4] INSYA1S LZased Asse qejysly uel




ST :|ensdqul sishjeuy
£96 :[ ] suones

TY100TY6L9 ON|O 6SOEELEN'DL E9EVLYTE Y €99T1S0'T9 985078S.'SS (%] 6 Alisuaju| a2us|nqun| 9d
847/9T000 ON|0 G€9698980°0 €68686£.00 1G95€7780°0 TT/807€80°0 [w] 6 Y18ua7 aus|ngin] od
687007€66'C ON|O ¥£60690°0€ T9886ETY VT v98STY0S LT 6STSC60'9C (%] 8 Alisuaju| a2us|nqun| 9d
9615041000 ON|0 1509290500 SEEBY6EVO’0 70€0S8.70°0 /98088700 [w] 8 418Ua7 22Us|NqUN | Od
6LL6TLTLET ON|0 81988TYS 0T €/5S6TS8L’8 ¥990T60LL°6 LTTTLSSE'OT (%] £ Aisuaju| 32us|nqun| 9d
9601871000 ON|O 8EEV/¥IT00 79/E¥0TT00 T80TTOYT00 8EEV/¥IT00 [w] £ 418ua7 92Us|nqun| 9d
699t/9'L ON|0 LTBTLYYY'EY 8578T0LL'SE S90TYSY'6€E 9Z6CVIIEEY (%] 9 Alisuaju| 32us|nqun| 9d
€Y¥T0TZ000 ON|O STSPET990'0 YSEBELSO'0 9€YZETTI00 €966/7590°0 [w] 9 418Ua7 22Ud|NqUN L Od
€7985869°€L ON|0 LO/L8LYT'6TE TSTLETY'88T vS968LY'6EC EVBEV68'E0C (%] g Ausuaju| 9aus|ngin] Od
78€669€00°0 ON|O SEYYOSEBOD 9E€ELYELLOD 7681759800 1965675800 [w] G Y18ua7 dusd|ngin] Od
6S6ELTBILY ON|0 879879TT'9¢ T/80€770'0€ vTETLYO8CE S88TE90V ' VE (%] ¥ Allsuaiu| 9duaInqun| Od
8SEEYS0000 ON|0 €€/056050°0 7809079700 8098098+0°0 €€£/056050°0 [w] ¥ 418U 92UsINqUN L Od
€9€SL6YYL'S ON|0 6LT9ST'EY GEISTTBL9E €6C6T6VL6E 88VSCES'TY (%] € Ausuaju| aaus|ngin] Od
9/5S¥S¥00°0 ON|0 TTL86TLY00 9E€TESLTYO0 6v60v.L7v0°0 TT/86T.100 [w] € Y18ua7 dus|ngin] Od
GELBESLTI0 ON|0 8€0065/9°LT LSTOEBEYIT TL6ESTE9T 80%72/869'9T (%] ¢ Alisuaju| 22us|nqun| 9d
LETT6YTO00 ON|0 GSLETLTT00 8T9T€T0T00 1589280200 8€9099070°0 [w] T Y18ua7 dus|ngin] od
986958060 ON|0 ¥1902T8T9T 9T6YEVLE'ST G9TSTS8'ST 9T//8SST'9T (%] T Alisuaju| 22us|nqun| 9d
T8S.T000°0 ON|0 7916081000 8815657000 157697000 9T¥¥S9¥00°0 [w] T Y18ua7 9dud|ngin] Od
96976S.LLT ON|0 vTE€LSSSTTC 88TLOVY'ST vZ9€L0960C €8/€01'TC [s/wo] 13110 (X) AN20|9A Dd
GTLOS8TLLT ON|0 TTYTLT6TCC EVTYEOTS'ST ySELESOO'TT 68CC6EVTCT | [S/WI] 1213n0 AMD0|dA Dd
TE9SYSYSO0 ON|0 6SS0L9STEY GT68TY6EI’E 6ST00VETOY LL€986¥08E | [s/w9] gHE (2) AwdojaA d
1680991510 ON|O 9TY6CYYY8'y y85S9CTY6'E S60689TY'Y 96/TTYT0TY | [S/W9] gHE Ad0J3A Od
9TET8YTLT0 ON|0 1680455160 7S8YS0SSY0 6TEITSEYI0 1680/5S16°0 | [s/w9] LHE (z) AaojdaA od
STLIVEYOT0 ON|O 79785860 vTTETTSI'0 6C9T09LE80 79v8Sv¥86°0 | [s/wo] LHE A1d0jaA Od
€TE0SLTLTO ON|0 v/ESTIEST L S/9¥6.09T°9 TEYTLIVIL9 ¥6960T809°9 | [s/wo9] gH () AwdojaA d
69TOTEOET 0 ON|O LOBET6ERS L 90T8E99EE9 €/5608.869 €068TLSEL9 | [s/wI] gHT ANd0J3A Od
€099T/0TT'0 ON|O ETTETCIVT'S S6V/VE6STY L9€908Y06Y 857095010°S | [s/w9] LHZ (z) Aadojap od
909TS60TT0 ON|O S6TELIEER’S v18666695'Y TTTEY090€E’S 690/68€€E’S [s/wo] 1HZ A1dojap Od
8SL0ELTYT0 ON|0 €E€SLTTY006 619996¥755'8 7090550788 £S/190958°8 | [s/w9] gHT (2) AwdojaA d
86TVCTOTY'0 ON|O TS9VTTIT'0T STECC07086 7€0T0E0°0T GES68ETO0T | [S/w9] gHT A20J3A Od
SSYOSELGED |8V9SEOS6E D S9A|00T 96/077¥0'CT TETLEGYI'TT CETTEVTSTT GSLLESTSTT | [S/w9] LHT (z) AadojaA od
9T6VEEL6E'D |BOEESESHE'D S9A|00T 887T99¥0'CT LST9CTSI'TT 80TS/9T8TT €ETOTC8'TT [s/wo] LHT A1d0|aA Dd
elsln) eljea wucwm;m>cou ul esn TKL wmw__MOLn_ anjeA WnNWIXeAl| anjeA wnwiulp on|ep U@Mm‘_w>< onjeaA Hun SWeN |eoo

[[LHT] LHT - O€ 95€) - YUEL qeq YsH] INSVATS 9]2Z0U 1991100 0gase) Asse

qejysy quer




T :[ensayul sishjeuy
008 :[ ] suonesa|

TLTL9T6EST ON|0 €0€88/8L€E9 9€YTC0E6'8S GTTSTEEL09 96908868'T9 (%] 6 Alisuaju| a2us|nqun| 9d

v08TZST000 ON|O €T¥S650600 LTTY96.80°0 77S9€6880°0 STECSL6800 [w] 6 Y18ua7 aus|ngin] od

TOET8TEIED ON|O 6SE/8/88'8C €6SLY68'LT 979vEYT 3T 99067781'8¢C (%] 8 Alisuaju| a2us|nqun| 9d

LT60€S0000 ON|0 T798SLES00 €60020TS00 9€/,020TS00 T8TTI€TS00 [w] 8 418Ua7 22Us|NqUN | Od

€950£6761°0 ON|O 866E£ECT8'0T v609/6L€'0T S0Y/£S5989°0T v609/6L€'0T (%] £ Aisuaju| 32us|nqun| 9d

S679E£€000°0 ON|O €966/88100 9TZTYEBLTO0 S886€T78T00 LST9T8TO0 [w] £ 418ua7 92Us|nqun| 9d

99¥T0LESI0 ON|0 8L6ESTSL Y 995€6650'0F 986C€8T9'TY €6267090°0% (%] 9 Alisuaju| 32us|nqun| 9d

€¥,00,0000 ON|0 6SE0TS6900 9796088900 LS6ELT6900 yTvZ87690°0 [w] 9 418Ua7 22Ud|NqUN L Od

v0€69769'0C ON|O 80//80T'T6T 199226591 V666€S9'ELT 80//80T'T6T (%] g Ausuaju| 9aus|ngin] Od

€69587100°0 ON|0 6V.L6LE60°0 TSLT196800 9/18TTT600 £T0E90760°0 [w] G Y18ua7 dusd|ngin] Od

£T0T686TT'T ON|O 6V88L.8Y'CE 9€97909Z'0€ €LE9TISLTE 9€92909Z'0€ (%] ¥ Allsuaiu| 9duaInqun| Od

LY9¥6€000°0 ON|O 160790£50°0 CTEEESOS00 €€0TOTTSO0 €69/177S00 [w] ¥ 418U 92UsINqUN L Od

9TYTZ06¥60 ON|O S00V/ZTS'6€ €98T/LE9G'8E 86TYEL60'6E LT6/6/16'8€E (%] € Ausuaju| aaus|ngin] Od

S8SY6T1000 ON|0 €79.0T8Y00 8E0ETHIY00 66LLLELYO0 8€0ET69Y0°0 [w] € Y18ua7 dus|ngin] Od

80v67978Y‘0 ON|O 8/TTE096'ST LEEIILLY'ST ¥90906TL'ST LEEIILLY'ST (%] ¢ Alisuaju| 22us|nqun| 9d

578980000 ON|O S€76L0T0°0 668€T66T0°0 L¥5567070°0 €v88/0070°0 [w] T Y18ua7 dus|ngin] od

765£86861°0 ON|O 696TTL8L'CC T8TESYLTI T TTOY9TLS T T8TESYLI T (%] T Alisuaju| 22us|nqun| 9d

LTESTTO000 ON|0 799/T9€0°0 €6CT965€00 S976909€0°0 €6CT965€00 [w] T Y18ua7 9dud|ngin] Od

€/87S0SYS0 ON|0 9YSTELYE'TT €ETSYYL'6T €0SESTETTC 9/,6T1€98°0C | [s/w9] 13110 (X) AN20|9A Dd

LSTOT/8TS0 ON|0 LTYT6E96TT 68766CLL'6T T66€E9TSTTC 79658188°0C | [s/w9] 1213n0 AMD0|dA Dd

8TYC0LIT'0 |v¥6TO¥980°0 S9A|00T 9v€6879L0'Y 60TTOCY88'E 6¥C0SSE96°E 9v€6879L0Y | [S/WI] gHE (2) AwdojaA d
v006T8S9T°0 |597690960°0 S9A|00T 708SCS0Y'Y 8TT67698TY TL6T098CY Y1SST666EY | [S/WI] gHE Ad0J3A Od
8€06S66LT°0 |792£L060T 0 S9A|00T 79T/9/2TT 89€58€7S60 86E6V6/50T £80£€52S6°0 | [s/w9] LHE (z) AaojdaA od
69SESSY8T'0 |8CTT8090T'0 SOA[00T 64LT9006T'T G808STSY0T 6EE900VT'T G808STSYO'T | [S/w9] LHE A1d0jaA Od
y1220000Z°0 |TEEE6LLTT'O S9A|00T T¥6€9800T°L vevLTvLT6°9 LL9YE60TO"L T¥6€9800T°L | [s/w9] gH () AwdojaA d
€07SSOTZ'0  |999076€ET0 S9A|00T 9YTETTTTE L vZ82CE60T’L TTSL6STTL 9/0980¢¢€L | [s/w9] gHT ANd0J3A Od
TTE€S8688C0 |650SSVE€8T0 S9A|00T TL88YYEGY'S €T8€6660C'S 6S9T6EVOY’S €78608TLE'S | [s/wI] LHZ (z) Aadojap od
v8TT/T60E'0 |S0897952Z°0 SOA|00T L9EV6TLE8’S 79S/99T/9°S 89t959118°S 1909vv¢8L’S | [s/wo] 1HZ A1dojap Od
v6EC6CTOE’D |SSOTLTTI00 S9A|00T 9TYE6995Y'6 T9ETCYY6E'6 TY16STTEY'6 9T¥E699SY'6 | [S/WI] gHT (2) AwdojaA d
98€09ZETED |TTOVTTELT'O S9A|00T yT980€0.'0T TTT986/5'0T 159/8679'0T €7056879°0T | [s/w9] gHT A20J3A Od
9T/EC60LED |ETYOEBTIT O S9A|00T €€768959'0T TSEEBEBE'OT 68€60T2S0T 7S8Tv0S9°0T | [s/w9] LHT (z) AadojaA od
€GTECOTLED |£86T6VS6T0 SOA|00T T69LVE0'TT TTTLLTBL0T L89YTTT60T 6SEE0CCOTT | [S/w9] LHT A1d0|aA Dd
elsln) e}jeg wucwm;m>cou ul esn TKL wmw__MOLn_ anjeA WnNWIXeAl| anjeA wnwiulp on|ep _UQMN‘_@>< oN|eA Hun SWeN |eoo

:.-Q_WE ONJ] 0€ ase) - jue]l qeq ysi4]| INSVYQA1S'3]Zzou 1234100 Qgase) Asse

qejysy quer




¥¥2068Et°0 ON|0 780665€98'8  |69¥78S068°L  |S97968057'8 G/SE/950T8 | [s/wd] 1AO - AD0J3A ©d

TI6TYI8TED ON|0 6TES8LT9'TC  |8TTTL66T'TT  |POESE0S'TT 699€6T0V'TT | [s/wo] adid 33)3n0 - (X) A11d0|9A Dd

TEBESHYTED ON|0 £08TTYY9'TT YTYLL6TETT TOTS98CSTT 1968€LCy'TC | [S/wd] adid 193nQ - A3p0JBA Od

€06767€0°0 ON|0 8¥¥0S8/LYS‘E-  |60VLEES68'E- [S68STTOTL'E- 8865G/6G°c- | [s/wo] 1AE - (z) AwdojaA Bd

€9G//8€9T°0 |6£208€€0°0 S9A|00T OTTEVSET6'E  |VLVEVE6IS'E  [8/9vLTEEL'E 68088€LT9°E | [s/wo] LA€E - A1DOJ3A 9d
6599711100 ON|0 €878T¥r89'c- |T0TYS60¥8‘c- [8T8EEVSIL E- €8€STATLE- | [S/wd] NAE - (z) AwdolaA Bd

6GGSEBEHT'0 |S8S099STO0 S9A|00T ¥8TOE8YY6'E  |EV8YT8YTR'E  |T/6¥8/888°C 78¥6T6ESR'E | [S/wd] INAE - A1d0jaA Bd
€68/5069T°0 ON|0 G669€G7S8'T-  |TS096¥0TOE-  [28£90SEvt - 89¥20/99'C- | [s/wo] aAE - (Z) Apojep od

LS9SPEV6T'0 [TEBESSEETO S9A|00T €G9899TvEY  |/€0C0€666'C  [7#59£00989°¢€ £898EE0T6'E | [s/wo] gAE - A1DOI3A Od
S¥€9/TC0T0 ON|0 658/ E0ET’S- 88Y0CS9Y’'S-  |eveEvvieLT'S- ¥S87T66T'S- | [s/wo] IAZ - (z) AwdojaA Bd

9Z6TTYSLT'0 [#00T6¥20T0 saA|o0T ¥/8/5€959'S  |6EV66LV6T'S  |LTE0009Y'S YTIT9L6GLE'S | [s/wod] LAT - Ad0oJaA 9d
TST8YTLEDD ON|0 760T00€6'S- 99TS06T'9- 990S5€€509- 7€E89Y866'G- | [s/wo] NAZ - (2) AwdolaA ©d

T¥9S0TTLT0 |ST6¥TLTTO0 S9A|00T GESOTYLTE'9D  |¥ELSE0L90'9  [£878T6T6T9 9€9TTZLTT'9 | [s/wo] INAT - Aud0jaA Bd
#005902€0°0 ON|0 8787T6186'0- |SETTIE6ST'L- [T082002L0L- 70875€86'9- | [s/wo] ANz - (Z) Apojep od

£8€78970 7S€9/S0€0°0 S9A|00T 6TO0TSLL9L 78TL000V L EVEETTTYS L 788880V01'L | [s/wd] 4AT - AHDOJ3A Od
€9GTET9S00 ON|0 9661G66/7'8- |6S00£895°8- ¥Z70€0021'8- 9579898€'8- | [s/wo] IAT - () AwdojaA ©d

€TY6E6TET'0 |660€TT6L00 S9A|00T TESTETIYS8'8 |8T68STTSS'8 [€0809490L°8 T2€6T8L59'8 | [s/wd] LAT - AD0J3A ©d
¥060S6£L0°0 ON|0 CTCLTT80TT- |88SESOT6'TT-  |ETSOSELVTT- LTTSSLLTT- | [s/wo] AT - (z) AwdojaA ©d

6/T8978%'0 |6¥9795550°0 S9A|00T 6978761°CT 89096€6€'TT T9.¥¥E08TT v886.0°CT [s/wd] INAT - A120|9A ©d
LT8E68LEVD ON|0 TETBSYTICT-  |T9T9STLY'ET- |£029%¥66°CT- 956¥586'CT- | [s/wo] aAT - (Z) Apojap od

TOOTOY8EY'0 |6£99%LLEVD S9A|00T S¥6/60€S'ET §9509589°CT SC60L¥SO'ET 9v€96YSO'ET | [s/wo] 9AT - A1D0I3A Od
9¥¢90€£900 ON|0 GL60TTI6Y'0  |6T/¥08€CH'0  |£T66ST09Y%'0 SL60TTT6V0 | [S/wd] LHE - (z) Axdo|aA Bd

TLESYSTBT0 |8TSTOL060°0 S9A|00T 97507T€98°0 | E€E€TTEVESD 78796112L0 62/6870LL'0 | [s/wo] 1H€ - AwdojaA od
6¥78¥86TCZT'0 ON|0 €€/S¥7008°C 6T¥SL9STST G9€G6VTL9T 9€€/6965°C [s/wo] INHE - (2) A3120|3A Dd

€6TTEYTTT'0 |8E0TS88ZT 0 S9A|00T 950T98SS8°C  |6098¥/¥€S‘T  [86€STLY0L'T ¥£0S¥8ST9°C | [s/wo] INHE - A3d0J3A Dd
90S0TZTIS00 ON|0 TTLEOSTIBT'Y  |8T9YT9E90Y  [TSTZTOLIT'Y 880LTTE6TY | [s/wo] gHE - () A1d0|aA Bd

76/0S€08T'0 (6522881900 S9A|00T €LTETSLEL'Y 6S8ELV99Y 'V TEETIV6S Y 68605GTE9Y | [s/wo] gHE - AWd0|aA od
8%789/617°0 ON|0 €LSELYYES'S T£0T79.6L0°'S €SY/98TE’S 602/98¢8T'S | [s/wo] LHT - (z) Axdo|3A ©d

GGSTE068C°0 |66TT9S96T 0 S9A|00T L6LTYT0S8'S  |60T¥E00TE'S  [€879¥65.G'S 96951959%'S | [s/wo] 1HZ - Awdoap od
6€99CCEV00 ON|0 STSZ09/L0°8 CTL80EVSL L LEEOTEOVE L ¥88959/98°L | [s/wo] INHT - () Ax12013A ©d

8T000T092'0 [902€E86£90°0 S9A|00T ZT906€1'8 GTS/8./S6'L 8/8TETVETL'S 620VYTTCT'8 | [s/wo] INHT - A3d0j3A Dd
€065202£400 ON|0 LETTT6YET'L  |8TT08S/S69  [2TCetrsivo’L 80TYS0L0T'L | [s/wo] gHT - () A1d0|aA Bd

LT06TTOZ'0 |[¥990S¥880°0 S9A|00T 8601C0€ES L SSTITVCTT 'L 795G589€°L TST9LSHY L [s/wd] gHT - AudojaA od
695895100 ON|0 86S/LYET6'0T 18760£79°0T T¥0T¥8SL0T €€59/28L°0T | [s/wd] LHT - (Z) Ax1d0|3A ©d

896T9E0VE'D |¥TL¥S6TS00 S9A|00T TrYETTOTTT 9€999€/8°0T  |¥E€6T900°TT 9TST/LSYO'TT | [s/wd] LHT - AwdoaA od
PTEEVTTLTO ON|0 GECTI80S VT L6TLSSYTYT €8YV0LTY VT 6CCv986€ VT | [s/wo] INHT - (Z) A312013A ©d

¥6£6£9857°0 |8TS6T8TLT0 S9A|00T ¥€897SS0'ST €889868/ VT T£0S8596VT 905586 VT | [s/wod] IWHT- AMd0J2A ©d
TL08ET8800 ON|0 870///S0T'6  |/69T8TE00'6  [20Z80T8TIT'6 CES69L0€T6 | [s/wd] gHT - () A120|3A Bd

¥88989€TE'0 [99€199¢80°0 S9A|00T €YYTYSSoT SOTTYLEE0T 70979101 L6€S0T9Y'0T | [s/wo] gHT - AWd0|9A od
elsiu) eljeg wucwm‘_w>cou uj asn Txv_ mmw‘_wo‘_m onjeA WnwixeAl( anjeA wnwiulipn onjeA _uwmm‘_w>< onjeA uun SWeN |eoo

[[43]ew ON] Z€-0€ quio) sase) -juel gqeq ysi4] INSYA1S'ZE-0Equo) sase)d

Asse qejysiy yuel




80SETYPSET ON|0 66TT9/96'SH 67S8TV79°9¢ 7678506°0% 9Z¥S9€T0'0Y [%] AAE - Avisuaiu| 2dus|ngun] od
€07TT¥100°0 ON|0 €8G/08€E0°0  |8TLYTTEDD G6E6ELTEOD 6€687.T7E00 [w] AAE - Y18ua aoua|nguny od
65/95¢SL0 ON|0 188L6SV6'LE L99EVTEE'SE L8ELTBEL9E 69TCEEBSLE [%] 1AT - Ausuaiu| @dus|ngJn] od
7616971000 ON|0 908S0/680°0 |EV6TT6S80'0 |67C8€8.80°0 €/£/9878800 [w] LAT - Yy38ua1 adus|ngJn] Hd
6TLSTO0ET0 ON|0 Tv6v1968°CE  |98T¥¥T/S'TE  [8596¥T8T TE €8Y9€LLL°TE [%] INAT - Ayisuaiu| @dus|nguny o4
¥/ECHETO0'0 ON|0 878EETT80'0  |9T6TET6L0'0  [8T598£080°0 8C8EETT800 [w] INAT - Yy38ua1 adus|ngun] Hd
89/€StLTT0 ON|0 TT06€C0L°9C  |8/¥689/LVT  |C6L2€9LL'ST €6Y/7659°9C [%] AAT - Avisuaiu| @dus|ngun] od
L66¥7%5000°0 ON|0 ¥/978¥S¥0°0 VLYYTITIV00 98C0EVEY0'0 9%99525t0°0 [w] AT - Y18ua oua|nginy od
STT8098.0°0 ON|0 €0v8788°LT 89Y0V LTS LT LST6L6S9°LT VL6TSTYL LT [%] LAT - Ausuaiu| @dus|ngJn] od
S0-36198TY ON|0 £996580T0°0 6€8€0.0T0°0 £89T/.0T00 £996580T0°0 [w] LAT - y38ua1 adus|ngJn] Hd
T£6G9700ST ON|0 €/5965€0°CT ¥885657€'8T ¥S8YT6TE 0T €1686VLL6T [%] INAT - Alisuaiu| @dus|ngJn] od
G0-I8€TE9‘9 ON|0 ¥#0£02T900°'0  |€6T¥08S00°0  |8TTSL6S00°0 9%¥9€6500°0 [w] INAT - Yy38ua1 adus|ngun] Hd
#859€206£°0 ON|0 £99670TSET TrL06766°CT Tvv/889T°ET ¥€9TTSLT'ET [%] AAT - Alisuaiu| @dus|ngun] od
S0-39/STV'y ON|0 LSLOEEYO0'0 L60€8TY00°0 6¢YL2¥00°0 TYET6TY000 [w] AAT - Y18ua oua|ngny od
TLT9L¥89LT ON|0 TEVT066'€CE ¥T¥8605°S0C ¥9STESO'ELT 6/66TST'SPC [%] LHE - Auisuaiu| 2dua|nginy Hd
1299080000 ON|0 TOESESL60°0  |6£T7899C60°0  |220L9/¥60°0 €56%£€9600 [w] LHE - y18ua1 adudjngung od
8S66TET63C ON|0 6C78SLT6'TL  |9¥0090/%'99  [£0ST90YZ'69 8€€GSS9C'TL [%] INHE - Alsuaiu| d2uajngun] od
LT/8€0T000 ON|0 66/S.160°0 T7ST79/80°0  |S¥0856880°0 STE0CT0600 [w] INHE - Y18ua1 aduajngung od
8¥/¥.T/TS0 ON|0 €6E7€050'8€ ¥85/8.50'SE 8TCISETL9E 8LEE86TY'9E [%] gHE - Alisuaiu| aduajngung od
89€98000°0 ON|0 79€6¥/£/90°0  |/Z0TLET990'0  |¥8500£990°0 GS/8€69900 [w] gHE - y18ua adus|ngJn] od
660670€SC'T ON|0 7608LVT0°0F  |TTE66607'9E  [€£90£908€'8€ 698..7658¢ [%] 1HT - Auisuaiu| 2du3jnginy od
T9957€000°0 ON|0 LT¥1880S0°'0  |T¥E€S008¥0'0  |6002996%0°0 SEVL6610°0 [w] 1HT - y18ua1 8dudjngung od
9570S0VEED ON|0 Tv6TTrEL'6C  |STTI8Y08L'8C  [€968985¢'6C 8TLTLY6T [%] INHZ - Alisuaiu| d2uajngun] od
¥%96€£€000°0 ON|0 1890887500  |¥S¥60/LTSO'0  |82¢8.07S0°0 £89088¢S0°0 [w] INHT - Y38ua7 8dudjngun] od
S6T68€6C0 ON|0 8¥8¥79ST'TE LE9EVYO6T 8//8STCT'0E TLSSSEL6T [%] gGHT - Auisuaiu| aduajngung od
€/TE¥80000 ON|0 €5665750°0 GLT6EVISO'0  |€88TS6TSO0 SYLTELTSO0 [w] gHT - Yy18ua adus|ngJn] od
€797/S187°0 ON|0 ¥29€867C'TT  |LEVED69Y'0C  |80%729676°0T 90¥79t6'0C [%] LHT - Auisuaiu| 2dua|nginy 5d
G0-3€88SS‘L ON|0 SY/Y6E9E0'0  |S89T6TIE0'0  [87ES8C9£00 SYLY6E9E00 [w] LHT - Y18ua7 8dudjngun od
9/897St0t0 ON|0 GI8YTI8Y9'6  |95088TEVL'8  [79S8TELEY'6 6/7S07555°6 [%] INHT - Alsuaiu| d2uajngun] od
LT900T000 ON|0 TEL6BTETO0  |8/YVT6TTTO0  [€650/¥CT00 TE€L68TETO0 [w] INHT - Y38ua7 8duajngung od
1811977870 ON|0 ¥/TTCTO0'LT 1S5/65659°9T ¥TT0EY06'9T 9ZPTTI89T [%] gHT - Alsuaiu| adudjngung od
T8T¥EE0000 ON|0 79€905070°0  |T/Z/S¥0020°0  |220082020°0 £¥0082020°0 [w] gHT - Yy18ua adus|ngJn] od
9555955010 ON|0 99T089S9°€T TT9ECTSSET 66G9TT9ET S¥26L09°€T [s/wd] 1HO - AydojaA od
9879120TZ0 ON|0 6L78TvYY1‘6  |87/8669°8 8C09CETL6'S ¥695/4.66'8 | [s/wod] INHO - A3120]3A ©d
668698900 ON|0 ¥8TOT9LECT TTES9€00CT S6SSLSTTCT 7S8E6TEDCT | [s/wd] gHO - AWd0]9A od
TL606TSTED ON|0 ¥S€C99/8Y'6 SEV/L7938'3 €8G/659ST'6 78LT0V976'8 | [S/wd] OHT - A320|3A ©d
LE9TTTSSO0 ON|0 G8079S700°E T#20TS62C 6€£/99%09°C G8079S¥00°E | [s/wd] OHZ - A}120]2A ©d
767/9000T°0 ON|0 95699700T‘C  |/6/%S8/T8'T CT9ETYS86T 780£90L€6T | [s/wd] OHE - A}120]2A ©d
CTTI8ETLYT0 ON|0 670€6565C'9 9/S9T¢C/65'S 6S/T.2998'S T€EE9S90€T9 | [s/wd] OAE€ - A¥20|3A 9d
Y¥S9€0TYT 0 ON|0 LOLL6SSLE'S  |TITTISEET'8  [c0Tvzen0e's 8T8TTTLST'8 | [s/wo] OAZ - A20|3A 9d
8799675600 ON|0 9¥/€57S96'9  |6888T96¥9'0  [2TE06CT6L'9 €L¥/¥60999 | [s/wd] OAT - A¥20|3A 9d
G8/0988T€0 ON|0 850079908F  |€S0TZEBTTLY'Y  |SOLEVEIEI'Y TC0t8vevy'y | [s/wd] 4A0 - A1D0[3A Od
LLTYTS8ETD ON|0 €186¥6¢8L°9  |STSSTOEC99  [S6/LT0%TL'9 SEV/959€99 | [s/wd] INAO - A120|9A Bd




PPT :lensd1ul sishjeuy
89¢T :[ ] suonesay

8€€9¥89TH0 ON|0 6G/7/S98°CS  |ETEEITCT'LY  |62206960°0S STTL908Y°TS [%] LAE - Ausuaiu| @dus|ngJn] od
7578807000 ON|0 Tr80€8¥60°0 | STTTES680'0  [595080760°0 L16T0LT60°0 [w] LAE - y38ua adus|ngun] Hd
€988/6.6V'0 ON|0 SZ9t£006'91 8ES0LY VY TZY9EES Sy 92¥59808'91 [%] INAE - Alisuaiu| @dus|ngJn] od
6S8€0€T000 ON|0 695979¥80°0  |996ZET80°0 GGSYENERDD 6€660LE€80°0 [w] INAE - Yy38ua adus|ngun] od




S810¢S01Z°0 ON|0 88CIVISSY'S ¥TL0LE960'S 96E6E9ELT'S 80£920C1T’S | [s/wd] OA€ - A1120]9A Od

8/8EVECSO0 ON|0 86/86L79L ¥0Z08989€"L S6TOVYYIY'L 89518595 | [s/wd] OAZ - A1120]9A Od

S8TILYETT'O ON|0 890568585°C YSYPEOLTTT TE€L86979ET T6T69T69T°C | [S/wd] OAT - A1120]9A 9d

8868LELSTT ON|0 9/608885'6L 78S68TL0'LL STIVTEEE'LL 699096Lv°LL | [S/wd] 4A0 - A120jaA Od

8YSL9€LT0 ON|0 8TTVLSLLS'6 EVETESSI6'S 8TSESV/BT'6 8TTYLSLLS'6 | [S/w] INAO - A1120]9A Dd

90981%955°0 ON|0 99¥¥S0916'8 985€965E'8 TYS8IT6S'S 6TEE6LERS'S | [S/Wd] LAQ - A1d0|aA d

957890€78°0 ON|0 STTL090€'8T LLY6TILTLT TESC9686'LT LLY6TILT'LT | [s/wd] adid 391100 - (X) A1120J9A Od

S6/95€758°0 ON|0 8LEETTYS'ST Y0LSTYTS LT 880676181 Y0LSTyeS LT | [s/w] adid 19)1n0 - AUD0|9A Dd

S6%956510°0 ON|0 CBYTIGTEE'E-  |VOLLTLBLE'E- |79660T8IE E- ¥7800L9€'E- | [s/wd] LAE - (2) Ao Dd

67C60ESST0 |VE6BTTETO0 SOA[00T Z1890T00V‘E SYOV8rSEE TEST0968E’E LSTYY88E‘E [s/wd] LA€ - Ao d
S97TTTSY0’0 ON|0 STYT9SCET V-  |69E8LLLT Y- €L8VETTIT V- Y€T09TEL Y- | [s/wd] INAE - () AudoaA ©d

898VELCYT’0 |6S5TSY8Y0'0 SOA[00T 67L6V6L9E'Y TLTL6VEIE Y vLL909VE Y TYETITLTE Y | [S/wd] INAE - A120|9A Dd
¥£5789692°0 ON|0 L86STTIVO'E-  [T9S8060TEE-  |CT99¥T6TT E- 8TTEIELO'E- | [s/wd] 9AE - (2) Awdojap Od

Ly¥¥9506T°0 |6TEE6ZO6T0 SOA[00T ¥16/98089°E TTSCLOOV'E 178T¥6505°E 7588Y00TS'E | [s/wd] 9AE - Al20jaA Od
ETTLTLITT'O ON|0 €STSE6066' V-  |99¢7S9LTT'S-  |STEILTBLO'S- STSE6066V- | [S/wd] LAT - (2) Adojap Dd

9/008T6¥C‘0 |CT6CTEOSTO SOA[00T €8€8L9SE’S 6160L790T'S 869LTITIE’S 6T604%90T'S | [s/wd] LAT - Moo d
¥09£92580°0 ON|0 T80S0SLE6'9-  [LOTTELTED'L- |ESVIEOVE6°D- 80S0S/LE6'9- | [s/wd] INAT - () AudojaA ©d

S08CIV88T‘0 |67¢S06190°0 SOA[00T L¥0SL9STT'L LOTOLETST L 9/L/8T6T6T'L LOTOLETST'L | [s/wd] INAT - A120]9A Od
LT9TLOEBO0 ON|0 TTESSOV09’L-  |8V69TTL89°L- |TTTBSEVI'L- 98v€£859'L- | [s/wd] 9AC - (z) Awdojap Od

665S0¥17C‘0 |ETZ88EOTT0 SOA[00T L66E0VETO'S ¥8/STOE06'L 6¥70000£56°L 7999£4566°L | [s/wd] 9AC - AloojaA Od
S8TT66LET0 ON|0 L6¥20Zyy'0T-  [STZT008S'0T-  |6£68SLCS'0T- S8SLEES0T- | [s/wd] LAT - (2) Aadojap Dd

¥0809vCLT0 |T6EEVIYTO SOA[00T 77606901 TT €€S/V596°0T 809¥9TS0'TT €LE9TTSOTT | [s/wd] LAT - A1d0|aA d
966€CTCLT'0 ON|0 18569519°0T-  |¥T69¥T6'01- S8/08TLLOT- 9€L9€T8'0T- | [s/wd] INAT - () Audo|aA ©d

EV8LYIVEE'D [8ELLELTLTO SOA[00T 6670STS9'TT STLILBLETT 79¥8TTS'TT ¥85578S'TT [s/wd] INAT - A120|9A Od
€50902C°0 ON|0 159£60¢°01- €95781SY'0T- |€EE6STEOE0T- 95Z81SY'0T- | [s/wd] 9AT - (2) Awdojap Od

SL6STIVEY0 |LT6STSYET0 SOA[00T 66T€958L'0T £090TT650T 6S€975£9°0T S656S¥8L0T | [s/wd] gAT - Al20jaA Od
TY6vCLEVT'O ON|0 Tr068YY9E‘T T0T¥9£07C'T £/808088T‘T TOT¥9£0TC'T | [S/wd] LHE - (Z) AudojaA Od

87SC0987T°0 |S9¥890LTT0 SOA[00T 99TTZL6TY'T T0LZSITTIET TT6600LET TOLTSITIE'T | [s/wd] LHE - A1d0ojdA Od
SESSEGLYT'O ON|0 7S998T8SET 6TTTSTSITT 6S0T60CLT°C 6TTTSTSIT'T | [s/wd] INHE - (z) AwoojaA 9d

S6080CLST‘0 |LZTTLLYTO SOA[00T 796708SLET YE8TY08CTT €S7799587'C YEBTYO8CT'T | [S/wd] INHE - AwdojaA Dd
9066.0920°0 ON|0 709¥87689°E 90STTSLEYE YTEIETHI'E 8€09CT9Y9’E | [s/wd] gHE - (2) Audo|aA Od

TESELETET'O |TCYTO0TY0'0 SOA[00T 7986/76'E 8LLE86506'E LTTTOTTEG'E 9668755¢6°€ | [s/wd] gHE - A11D0]9A Od
S/¥/9TT90°0 ON|0 9T¥CTS8ST'S 2T%297480°S ¥S0T660CT'S LyTy67960°S | [S/wd] LHT - (2) AudojdA ©d

960£9807C°0 |6606Z8€90°0 SOA[00T Z0vT8TSTT'S €0ETSETIT'S CEECOVO6T'S €0ETSETIT'S | [s/wd] LHZ - A1pojdA 5d
608£00€£90°0 ON|0 160£9268'9 9TOETLT89 £0%0990¥8°9 9TOETLT8'9 [s/wd] INHT - (z) Awoojap 9d

8859¥69¢¢°0 |2£99€0L0°0 SOA[00T TTSTIS6'9 766/87€98°9 £SSE60888°9 ¥66/87€989 | [s/wd] IWHZ - AwdojaA Dd
6£1T018590°0 ON|0 6L0T6T6ES9 608€EELY'9 5957965059 S00SS6LL1'9 | [s/wd] gHT - (2) Audo|aA Od

¥Z6CTIE6T0 |€CSTIT690°0 SOA[00T CT/S176999 6817566659 ESV6LEEET'D S90vY6¥09°9 | [S/wd] gHT - Audo|aA Od
Y6L6LLLLT'O ON|0 €CSBEESOET ¥¥5095/8'CT SLTOTTS6'CT €TSBEESOET | [s/wd] LHT - (Z) Axd0j9A Od

€CT909TLE'D [66T9E9VSTO SOA[00T C0S8LTITTET T/L8YTLSO'ET 6TCEOTCTET COS8LITTET | [s/wd] LHT - A1d0]3A Bd
S9/6S8LL0°0 ON|0 TTTSEIV6'LT 97T8ST69LT TT60TEC8 LT LYSSTYO6'LT | [s/wd] INHT - (2) AwoojaA 9d

6EVY0VSYS‘0 |650865790°0 SOA[00T 185C97SE'ST 67E6VSCT'ST 7STS6EVT'ST LLTYETEEBT | [s/wd] INHT- AwdojaA Dd
9EELVT6LT'O ON|0 L9LTEVY0'0T 8E0TT68CL'6 7865867/8'6 T8CSELEL'S | [S/wd] gHT - (2) Aud0o|aA Od

TTECI0EVE‘D |€E9200VYLT0 SOA[00T 618816L'0T 655565701 6VSPZETI0T €0VY6EIYOT | [S/wd] gHT - A11D0]9A Od
elalI) ejleg wucmew>COU uj asn TAL mmwhmohn_ IN|eA WNWIXe|A | anjeA wnwiullp onjeA _uwmm‘_w>< an|epA yun SWEeN |eoo

[["31eWw ONJ ZE-VE quio) sose) -JjueL el ysi] INSVQTS 39Ul 109110)-LE-YEqUO) Sase)

Asse qe|ysiy sjuer




SPT :|ensaiul sishjeuy
9¢8 :[ ] suonesayy

2092172250 ON|0 185979765 SSYTIvL8S ¥€S817S0°6S TEOV868T 65 (%] LAE - Ajisuaqu| 9us|ngin] 9d
€250S4200°0 ON|0 2182LLS0T0 67CC0E0T0 CTT6E0EV0T 0 790Z1¥S0T‘0 [w] LAE - Y18ua7 dua|ngIn] 9d
90vVSTCT6ED ON|0 WLLYELTSY 2079TL8L Yy Y¥ST6786 VY 6789616 VY (%] INAE - Alisuaiu| @duainginl od
£LTS8C1000 ON|0 TYTT6L£600 796505260°0 €990/TE60°0 LYT0S8T60°0 [w] INAE - Y13ua7 22us|nqunL Od
61165086T ON|0 60SCT99T Ty €L17686C'6€ 85589SCT TV 120967601 (%] gA€ - Alisuaqu| 9usngIn] Od
686262000 ON|0 EVrSIVEVO’0 €S¥ZYS0Y0°0 20206¥7200 €SYTPSOr0‘0 [w] GAE - Y18ua7 dus|ngIn] Od
VEETLOVIT'T ON|0 STV8969L Vv I8TTLYSI'EY 9706£7L6EY STY8969L VY (%] LAT - Ajisuaqu| 9ud|ngin] 9d
6/89¥7200°0 ON|0 801980600 118800 658516800 €0659£060°0 [w] LAZ - Y18ua7 9dua|ngIn] 9d
9STEVSTTITO ON|0 L8LSELI6TE 79YT8SS8TE €6ETET6STE 8STL198'CE (%] INAT - Alisuaiu| @duajngnl od
1ZT18T7000°0 ON|0 T¥Tr0S¥80°0 209807800 6YYETEYS00 TSEVTEYS0‘0 [w] INAT - Y13ua7 22us|nqunL 9d
S99E0EEY9'0 ON|0 €S6C0ELY LT 9852£678°9C CEVEITIT LT S80600£6°9C (%] gAC - Aisuaqu| 9ud|ngIn] 9d
999v6¥100°0 ON|0 96/VELSY00 67T0VCYY00 979800 60Y0CEYY0‘0 [w] gAC - Y18ua7 dua|ngIn] 9d
ZETTI880T0 ON|0 S0SETS06°TT 78ETVI69TT €80/9S/LTT €0T0/808TT (%] LAT - Ajisuaqu| 9us|ngin] 9d
SET06£000°0 ON|0 ¥80v¥2670°0 678€58870°0 2796706200 89€7888700 [w] LAT - Y18ua7 9dU3|ngIn] 9d
TLT88ISLTO ON|0 ST9S009€°TC ET6TYSY6°0C 9YYYSEETTT 19T61660TC (%] INAT - Alisuaiu| @duajnginl od
¥0T/ST000°0 ON|0 2609519100 8888665100 ¥9£9,09T0°0 68¥1ST9T00 [w] INAT - 413ua7 92us|nqunL Od
896295750 ON|0 6S6£856L8T 1660205C°8T v897L19°8T 1660205C°8T (%] gAT - AJisuaqu| 9us|ngIn] Od
S0-37606°L ON|0 €07TS90T0°0 €5€0£S0T0'0 S9T€90TO0 €5€0/S0T0°0 [w] gAT - Y18ua7 dus|ngIn] Od
26TTC09T'ST ON|0 TLTEILT'6ET ¢STTOTT VLT 960€7S6'TET TLTEILT6ET (%] LHE - Alisuaju| @duajnginl 5d
T/89%00°0 ON|0 6976067ET‘0 6S0CCCOET0 9Y¥/L8LTET0 69Y606VET 0 [w] LHE - Y13ua7 22us|nqunL Od
9556/80TL9 ON|0 £0/2T00LT8 TSLVE686SL T006.706°6L £04T200LT8 (%] INHE - Alisuaiuj 9aus|nqint od
87/80L£00°0 ON|0 978818510 8600TTZCT0 CT096EVTT0 9788T8S¢T0 [w] INHE - Y18ua7 dus|ngin] 9d
[44 24144340 ON|0 TY0CI8YT'8E 86/S8ETLLE ¥8600906°LE ¥60T8LC1'8E (%] gHE - Alisuaiu| @duainginl od
60T€2000°0 ON|0 18CTLYSL00 26TTPCSL00 20vL0vSL00 9ETYTYSLO0 [w] gHE - Y13ua 20us|nqunL Od
6TV6TL5S60 ON|0 YETEIVESSE 76CT68€9LE £S8¥6808€ YETEIV6S'SE (%] LHT - Aisuaju| @duajngnl 5d
200Z08€00°0 ON|0 200056600 78695600 £58060860°0 2020056600 [w] LHT - Y13ua7 22us|nqunL 9d
YEETOLYESD ON|0 €G8SLEEV'EE 61950665 €9GGESTTEE €G8S/LEEVEE (%] INHZ - Auisuaiuj 9aus|nqint od
L¥T1T812000 ON|0 9917/96/80°0 61€98/580°0 868€¥7/800 8/106/.80°0 [w] INHZ - Y18ua7 dus|ngin] 9d
90STSPZSY0 ON|0 6€0VCSTS0€ 6888£790°0€ GES0679C°0€ TTL08L6V0E (%] gHT - Alisuaju| @duainginl 5d
1659770000 ON|0 959€95990°0 S90/11990°0 TELEOYI900 ¥90T€5990°0 [w] gHT - Y13ua7 20us|nqunL Od
ZE0VYL86€E0 ON|0 LOT99€E9Y"LT €0/T6¥90°LT 207S0STLT €0/T6¥90°LT (%] LHT - Alisuaju| @duajngnl 5d
£9TT8E000°0 ON|0 S0ZI6CYE0’0 8€6606£€0°0 965¥STVE00 8€6606E€0°0 [w] LHT - Y13ua7 22us|nqunL Od
29v6/6760°0 ON|0 9€/88006€°S 95TV68YY0°S 9¥1S9€6LT'S 95Tv68YY0’S (%] INHT - Alisuaiuj 9aus|nqint od
Zr9TYE000°0 ON|0 €5206/£00°0 6960569000 5690672000 6960569000 [w] INHT - Y18ua7 93us|ngin] 9d
TE6E09£68°0 ON|0 80CVOCTIY'LT £9T//¥S0°9T 7956766891 80TV0CIY LT (%] gHT - Alisuaiu| @duajnginl od
6890000 ON|0 ££1956020°0 €786596T0°0 8668670700 LLT956020°0 [w] gHT - Y13ua7 22us|nqunL Od
576907600 ON|0 €9TTELY6'ST 8ETYC0S8'ST 78989668°ST Sp195588°ST | [s/wd] 1HO - A1120j]9A 9d
99/86T1.60°0 ON|0 EVV8SOETTT 8055817801 8778018601 989€SEVT'TT | [S/wd] INHO - A1120[9A ©d
91€29,02T0 ON|0 rS667867T €T979069VT 7857T9E8 VT 6887£958vT | [s/wd] gHo - A1120]9A Od
96CTSSEVT0 ON|0 £9550€88VT 80CCOE8S'ET SYZOE06T VT 68€99709vT | [s/wd] OHT - A120]9A ©d
619759900 ON|0 £1905689C°€ 67685266C 6v68560°E TS80080TT'E | [s/wd] OH - AY190J9A ©d
L¥8598.1T°0 ON|0 61679869C°€ ZT€861085C 9€¢T€6996'C T9€656065°C | [s/wd] OHE - A1190J9A ©d




TAKK!
THANK YOU!
iGRACIAS!

)

Andrés Castro Herrera |[NMBU 157



158 Andrés Castro Herrera | NMBU






- Norges miljg- og biovitenskapelige universitet Postboks 5003
r J Noregs miljg- og biovitskapelege universitet NO-1432 As
N Norwegian University of Life Sciences Norway




