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Abstract One of the most important aspects in tsunami studies is the
wave behavior when it approaches the coast. Information on physical
parameters that characterize waves is often limited because of the dif-
ficulties in achieving accurate measurements at the time of the event.
The impact of a tsunami on the coast is governed by nonlinear physics
such as turbulence with spatial and temporal variability. The use of
the Smoothed Particle Hydrodynamic method (SPH) presents advan-
tages over models based on two-dimensional Shallow Waters Equations
(SWE), because the assumed vertical velocity simplifies hydrodynam-
ics in two dimensions. The study presented here reports numerical
SPH simulations of the tsunami event occurred in Coquimbo (Chile)
on September 16 of 2015. On the basis of the reconstruction of the
physical parameters that characterized this event (flow velocities, di-
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1 INTRODUCTION

rection and water elevations), calibrated by a reference rodel, force
values on buildings located on the study coast were numerically calcu-
lated, and compared with an estimate of the Chilean Structural Design
Standard. Finally, discussion and conclusions of the comparison of both
methodologies are presented, including an influence analysis of the to-
pographical detail of the model in the estimation of hydrodynamic
forces.

Keywords SPH model · tsunami simulation · hydrodynamic forces ·
coastal hydraulics · flood modeling

1 Introduction

Tsunamis are natural phenomena which are generated by megathrust
earthquakes in subduction zones, such as the 2004 Indian Ocean, 2010
Chile and 2011 Great East Japan tsunamis. These phenomena have
devastated different vulnerable zones throughout history causing great
human, economic and natural losses. In addition, it is difficult to pre-
dict the occurrence of a tsunami, and there are only few minutes to
issue an evacuation warning once a tsunami has been detected, hence
the definition of tsunami evacuation areas has an important role on sav-
ing lives, so that people can evacuate immediately after the tsunami
warning has been issued. However, in extensive plain coasts, where high
grounds are not present, the construction of tsunami shelters become
important for vertical evacuation.

Structural designs of buildings and other coastal structures that
could be subjected to tsunami loads has been investigated in recent
years. As a matter of fact, the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) published the Guidelines for Design of Structures for Verti-
cal Evacuation from Tsunamis (FEMA 2008). In Addition, the 2016
edition of ASCE Minimum Design Loads and Associated Criteria for
Buildings and Other Structures incorporated means for determining
tsunami loads for general structural design (ASCE, 2016). In a similar
manner, the Chilean National Institute for Normalization (INN) pub-
lished the ”Structural Design-Building in risk areas of flooding due to
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1 INTRODUCTION

tsunami or seiche” (NCh3363, 2015). The previously mentioned guide-
lines describe the methodologies to estimate different tsunami loads
such as hydrostatic, hydrodynamic, bouyancy, and impact forces due
to debris, etc. For instance, the hydrodynamic force on a structure is
computed from an analytical expression given in terms of the maxi-
mum momentum flux. This variable may be computed either from the
flow velocity and inundation depth given by a numerical simulation
or from an approximation based on the maximum runup (NCh3363,
2015). Even though the former uses high resolution grids for numerical
simulations, the presence of structures is not incorporated. Therefore,
changes in tsunami flow due to the presence of structures is not in-
cluded in the analysis.

More sophisticated models, such as the Smoothed Particle Hydro-
dynamics (SPH) model, have been used to simulate coastal flows. Some
studies have used this model to perform flow simulations involving
complex bathymetries (De Leffe et al., 2010) and large waves mitiga-
tion by different types of dikes (Crespo et al., 2007). In addition, recent
works have investigated tsunami forces on structures. Wei & Dalrymple
(2016, 2015) and St-Germain et al. (2013) emphasized the study of hy-
drodynamic forces on structures, such as piles and bridges of different
sections and orientation against flow. These works compared numerical
SPH models with experimental models, showing a good agreement in
the results of both models. However, they used some simplifications
that mainly involved scaled models (no larger than 30m for numerical
models) and flow conditions imposed by dam breaks.

This paper estimates the hydrodynamic force on a building based
on the Sept 16, 2015 Coquimbo tsunami and compares the results
with analytical expression given by the Chilean Standard NCh3363.
The hydrodynamic force is computed by means of the SPH code Dual-
SPHysics (Crespo et al., 2015). The inflow conditions (tsunami ampli-
tude and flow velocity) are taken from a classical numerical simulation
(Aránguiz, R. et al., 2017) validated with tide gauges and field data.
The main contribution of this work is the real-scale tsunami simulation
using a SPH model, as well as a sensitivity analysis of the influence of
the topography resolution.
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2 DUALSPHYSICS MODEL

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 presents the mathe-
matical formulation of the SPH model; section 3 gives a description of
the studied area; section 4 describes the methodology, which includes
definition of the domain and, validation with respect to the reference
model; section 5 presents the results; and, finally, main conclusions are
discussed in section 6.

2 DualSPHysics model

Numerical simulations of the 2015 tsunami in Coquimbo were per-
formed using the DualSHPhysics code (Crespo et al., 2015), an open-
source code that implements a SPH mesh-free Lagrangian model in
Graphic Processing Units (GPUs). The code solves the Navier Stokes
equations, i.e, the momentum conservation equation and the continuity
equation,

dv

dt
= − 1

ρ
Op+ g + Γ , (1)

dρ

dt
+ ρO · v = 0 , (2)

where ρ refers to density, t is the time, v is the velocity, p is the pressure,
g is the gravity acceleration and corresponds to a body force, and Γ
refers to dissipative terms.

The SPH method calculates the value of any property of the fluid
and its derivatives by interpolating the values of neighboring par-
ticles within its environment using an interpolation function called
Kernel (W ). The interpolation of the function F (r) defined in r′ is
F (r) =

∫
F (r′)W (r′, h)dr′ (Gingold & Monaghan, 1977), where r is

the position of particle a to be interpolated, r′ refers to the position of
particle b used for interpolation, h is the smoothing length (distance
range used for the interpolation) and W (r − r′, h) is the weighting
function known as Kernel. The Lagrangian approximation form of such
equation is

F (ra) =
∑
b

mb
F (rb)

ρb
W (ra − rb, h) , (3)
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2 DUALSPHYSICS MODEL

where the subscript b refers to a particle within the integration domain
(with distance range h) of the Kernel function in the environment of
the reference particle a, mb and ρb are the mass and the density of
particle b, ra is the position of particle a and W (r− rb, h) is the weight
function of particle b with respect to particle a. The subscript b ranges
from 1 to Np, the latter being the total number of neighboring particles
within the integration domain.

In the context of a SPH method based on a weakly compressible
formulation, where for any fluid particle the mass remains constant
and only the density fluctuates, the discrete form of Eqs. 1 and 2 are
written as (Crespo et al., 2015)

dρa
dt

=
∑
b

mbνab · 5aWab . (4)

dva
dt

= −
∑
b

mb

(
Pb + Pa
ρb · ρa

+Πab

)
OaWab + g , (5)

where Pk and ρk are the pressure and density of the k particle and the
viscous term Πab is defined by an artificial viscosity scheme developed
by Monaghan (1992) as

Πab =

{−αCabµab

ρab
νab · rab < 0

0 νab · rab > 0
(6)

where rab = ra−rb, νab = νa−νb, with ri and νi equal to the position and
velocity of the particle i. µab = hνab·rab/(rab2+η2), Cab = 0.5(Ca+Cb) is
the average of the speed of sound, η2 = 0.01h2 and α is the dissipation
coefficient.

DualSPHysics reproduces structures by means of a fixed-position
particle array. The dummy acceleration in the fixed particles can be
calculated by solving the interpolation of the neighboring fluid particles
with the Eq. 5. Then, the total force on fixed particles can be calculated
solving the sum of the acceleration multiplied by the mass of each
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3 STUDY AREA

particle (Crespo et al., 2015) as follows

F = m
∑
a

dva
dt

. (7)

3 Study area

Chile is extremely exposed to earthquakes because of its location in the
Pacific Ring of Fire and the subduction of the Nazca plate under the
South American plate. This makes it susceptible to tsunamis originated
by the abrupt movements of the tectonic plates. Forces due to tsunami
waves are capable of moving large objects such as ships, containers and
even buildings over a highly populated area.

Coquimbo is located on the coast of northern Chile (29.96W, 71.34S).
The city has been affected by large tsunamis in the past. The 1922
tsunami has been one of the most devastating events (Solovien and
Go, 1984; Carvajal et al. 2016). The tsunami hit Coquimbo two hours
after the earthquake, and the maximum inundation height at the south-
ern shore of the bay reached up to 7 m above mean sea level (Soloviev
and Go, 1984). Figure 1 shows the tsunami inundation hazard map
of Coquimbo, which was defined with the use of numerical simulation
results of the probable extreme event (SHOA, 2015). All people living
within the coloured area should evacuate in case of a tsunami warning.

The most recent tsunami that affected Coquimbo occurred in 2015.
It caused significant inundations that produced serious damages to
buildings, infrastructures and communication, as well as the loss of ten
lives (Aranguiz et al., 2016). The tsunami was generated by an earth-
quake of magnitude Mw 8.3, and reached the coastal zones a few min-
utes after the earthquake (Aranguiz et al., 2016). The Pacific Tsunami
Warning Center (PTWC) and the Hydrographic and Oceanographic
Service of the Chilean Navy (SHOA) were able to issue a tsunami
warning message a few minutes after the earthquake. However, this
did not avoid the damage that the event caused (ONEMI, 2015).

Figure 2 shows some areas that have been affected by the 2015
tsunami in the cities of Coquimbo and La Serena. Figure 2.a shows one
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4 METHODOLOGY

Fig. 1: Tsunami inundation hazard map of La Serena and Coquimbo,
under the safe line.

of the buildings that recorded an inundation depth of 1.80 m; Figures
2.b and 2.c shows zones that were affected in the backyard of the
market and the beach, respectively; Figure 2.d shows some buildings
located along the beach, which do not have any protective structure.

4 Methodology

To calculate the hydrodynamic tsunami force on a building using SPH
simulations, it was necessary to calibrate the SPH model using hydro-
dynamic variables, such as the tsunami amplitude, flow velocity and
flow direction obtained from a validated reference model. Based on the
field data of the 2015 tsunami, the reference model allowed to obtain
hydrodynamic variables in areas where no data was recorded. Subse-
quently, with the SPH model and using high resolution in topography
and morphology of the beach, a more precise hydrodynamic behavior of
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4.1 Simulation Domain of the SPH model 4 METHODOLOGY

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 2: Areas of the cities of La Serena and Coquimbo affected by the
2015 tsunami.

the tsunami was obtained that better represented the flow interaction
with the building.

4.1 Simulation Domain of the SPH model

Before defining the simulation domain of the SPH model, flow direc-
tions were evaluated at points located in the area of interest, based on
the reference model simulation. This allowed to obtain an average flow
direction of the tsunami waves from N 28 E with a minimum standard
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4 METHODOLOGY 4.2 Reference information

Fig. 3: Simulation domain of the SPH model; Monitoring points: M1,
M2, M3, M4, M5, M6, M7, M8, M9 and M10; and three buildings for
monitoring forces A, B and C.

deviation in the area of interest during the tsunami, and to redefine
new monitoring points aligned with the flow direction.

Subsequently, the domain was defined with dimensions of 50 m
by 300 m (Figure 3). This domain includes the beach, the railway
and three buildings, and eight monitoring points for hydrodynamic
variables. Points M1, M2, M3, M4 and M5 were considered for the
validation and verification of the results of the SPH model with the
reference model; whereas the points M6, M7 and M8 were considered
to obtain the flow inlet conditions, from the reference model, into the
domain of the SPH simulation.

4.2 Reference information for the 2015 tsunami in Coquimbo

The reference model corresponds to the numerical simulation carried
out by Aranguiz et al. (2017). They used the Non-hydrostatic Evo-
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4.2 Reference information 4 METHODOLOGY

lution of Ocean WAVEs model (NEOWAVE) (Yamazaki et al., 2011;
Yamazaki et al., 2009). This model solves the nonlinear shallow water
equations and considers a vertical velocity term to account for weakly
dispersive waves. The numerical simulation was validated by means
of tsunami waveforms at Coquimbo and Valparaiso tide gauges, as
well as with the DART buoy 32402 data. Digital elevation models,
which define the domain morphology to be simulated, were created
from bathymetry of nautical charts and topography from a detailed
Digital Terrain Model from LIDAR data provided by the Coquimbo
office of the Ministry Housing (MINVU). The discretization of the do-
main was done using 5 nested grids of different resolutions, ranging
from 3600 m (in the Pacific Ocean) to 10 m (for the topography of Co-
quimbo). The roughness coefficient was defined as n = 0.025 at both
the sea bottom and urban area, according to a sensitivity test of the
roughness coefficient, validated with tsunami inundation height results
(Aranguiz et al. 2017).

Results of the reference model
The 2015 tsunami was characterized by a series of large waves, how-
ever, not all of them approached the coast far inside. Through the
reference model, five waves were identified that caused large flows in
one of the topographically vulnerable areas, 100 meters away from the
beach. These waves occurred approximately every 35 minutes, and af-
fected the coast during several hours.

In order to calibrate the SPH model simulations, flood depth and
flow velocity values calculated by the reference model simulations at
several points around the building were considered. Figure 4 shows the
reference model results for the temporal evolution of flood depth, av-
erage of two points located on the beach (M1 and M2, Figure 3), near
building A. The first and second waves have similar behaviour, nev-
ertheless the second wave produced the largest flood depths near the
building (at the monitoring points) and it has a slightly longer dura-
tion than the first wave. The second wave was selected to be simulated
with the SPH model.
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Fig. 4: Temporal evolution of the flood depth in two points located on
the beach (at the ground level).

Figure 5 shows the velocity time series at the monitoring points
M1 and M2 during the second tsunami wave. The velocity difference
between the two points is minimal, showing little spatial variation in
the vicinity of the building under analysis.

4.3 Parameters and SPH simulation conditions

In order to optimize the SPH model simulations, different interparticle
spacing tests were performed varying the size of the particles of the
SPH model and an acceptable approximation for the hydrodynamic
variables was obtained with a interparticle spacing of 0.3 m. This res-
olution has been also used by Gonzalez-Cao et al. (2018) in 1:1 scale
simulations.

In this work, three types of SPH model simulations of the 2015
tsunami in Coquimbo were carried on:
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Fig. 5: Flow velocity in two points on the beach, reference model sim-
ulation data.

SPH model a: this simulation considers the same topography of the
reference model, i.e, without considering the details of the railway
line and buildings. The objective of this simulation is to corroborate
the results of both models (flood depth and flow velocity at points
M1 and M2).

SPH model b: this simulation includes the topographic detail of the
first model as well as the presence of three buildings.

SPH model c: this simulation considers the presence of buildings used
in the previous simulation with a greater topographic resolution such
that the railway is well represented.

Input conditions
The tsunami wave in Coquimbo (Figure 4) was generated by means

of a piston located at the northern boundary of the domain. When the
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4 METHODOLOGY 4.3 Parameters and SPH simulation conditions

piston moves vertically, it generates a volume of water on the level of
the sea. The movement of the piston was set to be vertical in order to
optimize the number of contour particles and reduce the computational
time.

According to the velocity of the piston movement, different flow ve-
locities and flood depths are generated at the reference points. There-
fore, the piston velocity was defined in such a way that the hydro-
dynamic variables of the SPH model are in good agreement with the
reference model variables. The long period wave that represents the
second tsunami wave of the 2015 event in Coquimbo was defined by
means of a flow function obtained from flow velocity and flood depth
data computed at the points 6, 7 and 8. It should be mentioned that
the input flow is considered in the domain at the points 6, 7 and 8.

Figure 6 shows the flow variation given by the reference model
that enters the domain at points 6, 7 and 8. The black line represents
a simplified input flow function that needs to be reproduced by the
piston in the SPH model to obtain similar hydrodynamic variables of
the tsunami. The velocity and acceleration of the piston are chosen to
reproduce the simplified flow function. Figure 7 shows the final piston
velocity function used in the SPH simulations. The maximum unit flow
presented in Figure 6 (t= 5200s) is 8m2/s, since this yields a piston
maximum velocity (8m2/s)/(30m) = 0.267m/s, as depicted in Figure
7).

As an initial condition the flood height was set to sea level with
respect to the topography information.

In the DualSPHysics code, boundary conditions that describe the
fluid boundary are considered as fixed particles that limit the fluid par-
ticles. Both the boundary of the domain and the walls of the buildings
were constructed using fixed particles.

As an output condition, the south zone of the domain is left as
an open contour. This allows the fluid particles to escape when they
are close because of the flow. In the south domain two buildings were
introduced, which slow down the flow and increase the flood elevation.

The parameters and characteristics of the simulation are shown in
Table 1.
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Fig. 6: Flow Rate Functions

Fig. 7: Piston Velocity Function.
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Table 1: Parameters and main characteristics of the SPH Model.

Parameters Value
Kernel Function Quintic
Time-step Algorithm Verlet
Viscosity Artificial α =0.01
Fluid particle size 0.3m
Number of particles º 2657089
Simulated time ª 300s
Computing time 5 days

4.4 Validation of the SPH model with respect to the reference model

The comparison between the SPH model and the reference model flow
velocity and flood depth is shown in Figure 8, considering the same
topographical conditions and without buildings on the SPH model a.
The comparison show results in two zones, the first at 40 meters from
the beach (Points M1 and M2, Figure 3) and the second zone at 120
meters from the beach (points M3 and M5, Figure 3). Results for points
M1 and M2 are grouped together, as are points M3 and M5, since their
topographic elevation, their distance to the beach and consequently
their hydrodynamic values are similar. In order to compare results
from both models, the flow velocity of the SPH model is averaged in
depth.

Results indicate that for the points M3 and M5, the flow velocity
in the SPH model simulation is lower than the velocity obtained in the
reference model; however the flood depth is a bit higher in the SPH
model, due to mass conservation. A better correspondence is shown,
both in velocity and flood depth, for the points close to the building
A (points M1 and M2).

The validation shows a good correspondence in flow velocities and
flood depths between the SPH model and the reference model. How-
ever, there is a small discrepancy in the values, which are probably due
to the simplification of the flow direction in the SPH model.
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4.4 Validation 4 METHODOLOGY

(a)

(b)

Fig. 8: Comparison of the SPH model case a and the reference model
results. a) Flow velocity at points M1-M2 and M3-M5. b) Flood depth
at points M1-M2 and M3-M5.

16



5 RESULTS OF SPH SIMULATIONS B AND C

5 Results of SPH simulations b and c

In this section the hydrodynamic forces on buildings are numerically
estimated and compared with the Chilean standard ChN3363.

Once the numerical parameters necessary to achieve the hydro-
dynamic correspondence of the SPH model with the reference model
were calibrated (see section 3.4), the geometry of the SPH model was
modified adding three buildings (SPH model b) and, subsequently im-
proving the topography considering the railway line (SPH model c),
which works as a barrier to the flow (Figure 3).

For the building A the forces excerted by the tsunami were calcu-
lated on the faces shown in Figure 10 (F: front, B: back, L: left and R:
right.).

5.1 Numerical and empirical comparison

The Figure 11 shows the flood height on building A for the SPH model
c case, the front corresponds to the face of the building that receives the
impact of the tsunami. The evolution of the wave produces maximum
flood heights up to four minutes later from the instant that the water
reaches building A. It is shown that in the front face the flood height
increases faster, and at all moments it is greater than in the other faces
of the building. Because of the small variations that exists on the sides
of the building, the left side has slightly larger flood heights compared
to the opposite side. Finally, the back face is where the wave arrives
later; however, soon after, flood heights on this face are higher than
floods on the lateral sides. This is due to the accumulation of water in
the back of the building that occurs when the water collides with the
railway line.

SPH calculated forces on a building are obtained as the sum of
forces acting on a surface (Eq. 7). The numerical results of the forces
on building A, obtained from the SPH model c are shown in Figure
12. From the figure, it is possible to observe that the forces on the side
walls of the building are generally higher than the the forces received
by the front and back walls; however, it must be emphasized that this
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(a)

(b)

Fig. 9: Comparison of the SPH model c and the reference model results.
a) Flow velocity at points M1-M2 and M3-M5. b) Flood depth at points
M1-M2 and M3-M5.
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Fig. 10: SPH model scheme, buildings within the simulation domain.

force corresponds to the integral of the force over the surface (see Eq.
7) and this is due to the fact that the length of the side walls are 2.5
times the length of the front and back walls.

In order to compare numerically calculated hydrodynamic forces
acting on building A with empirical values, the forces are estimated
using the Chilean standard ChN3336. The Chilean standard estimate
is composed by a set of equations that represent forces of different na-
ture. The drag force, caused by the flow velocity around the structure,
is calculated as FD = 1/2 γ/g CD

(
d v2

)
, where CD = 2 is a drag coef-

ficient, g is the gravity acceleration, and v the flow velocity (averaged
from velocities at points M1 and M2).
The impact force is caused by the impingement of the leading edge of
a tsunami wave affecting a structure. The impact force acts only on
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Fig. 11: Numerical flood heights next to building A, for the SPH model
case c.

the front side of the structure. This force is computed as a function of
the maximum drag force as FS = 1.5FD.

Figure 13 shows the comparison of empirical and SPH numerical esti-
mations of hydrodynamic forces on building A. SPH maximum values
of forces are higher than the drag forces calculated with the reference
model. It can be explained considering that the reference model does
not include the building in the simulation and, in addition, impact force
is not considered in the drag force. Nevertheless, the hydrodynamic
force of the SPH model does not become greater than the impact force
estimated by the reference model (1.5 times the maximum drag force),
this may be due to the fact that the topography and the buildings
produce a decrease in the flow velocity (which is directly proportional
to the drag force). However, the impact force of the reference model
is just above the results of the SPH model. Comparing the results of
the drag force, the SPH model estimation is higher at the initial im-
pact time of the flow in the building, but then it decreases below the
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Fig. 12: Force on building A for the SPH model c.

drag force of the reference model, because the flow velocity in the SPH
model decreases faster than in the reference model (due to the collision
of the flow with the railway line).

5.2 Sensitivity of the forces to the topographic resolution

In order to show the sensitivity in the results of the SPH model pro-
duced by considering or not the railway line, forces acting on each
wall of building for models b and c are compared. This allows estimat-
ing the variation of the hydrodynamic forces and determining if topo-
graphic simplification could underestimate or overestimate the forces
over buildings.

Once the detail of the railway line and the buildings are added to
the topography of the SPH model c, a decrease in the flow velocity
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5.2 Sensitivity of forces 5 RESULTS OF SPH SIMULATIONS B AND C

Fig. 13: Force estimation on the building A; forces from SPH: direct
estimation by SPH model; drag force (FD): empirical estimation of
drag force using the output data of the reference model; impact force:
empirical estimation of wave front force (1.5∗DragForce, FI).

and an increase in the flood depth can be observed. This is due to the
collision of the flow with the imposed objects.

Figure 14 shows the comparison of the forces on each wall: front
(Figure 14.a), back (Figure 14.b), left (Figure 14.c) and right (Figure
14.d). Forces calculated in the SPH model c are higher in all the walls
of building A. This indicates that a better resolution of the model
topography produces an increase in the value of forces due to tsunamis
that act on the building.
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6 CONCLUSIONS

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 14: Variation of the hydrodynamic forces on building A; (a) Front
Force, (b) Back Force, (c) Left Force and (d) Right Force.

6 Conclusions

For this work we report the calculation of the hydrodynamic force
generated by the tsunami on a building using a SPH real-scale simu-
lation and a comparison with the classical approach provided by the
Chilean standard NCh3363. It was observed that the temporal evolu-
tion of the hydrodynamic force from the SPH simulation is in good
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agreement with the classical approach. However, the maximum force
computed by the SPH model is 30% greater than the one computed by
the Chilean standard, which may be due to the fact that the latter is
based on hydraulic variables that do not consider the presence of the
building, which implies an underestimation of the real impact force.
It was also observed that the classical approach gave a greater impact
force than the maximum hydrodynamic force estimated by the SPH
model, obtaining a greater safety factor, and probably an overestima-
tion of forces.

The comparison between simulations with different topography res-
olutions demonstrates that if the railway is not well represented, forces
acting on the building could be underestimated. This highlights the im-
portance of the use of high resolution topographic details in the SPH
simulations.

This work has two important implications for the case study. The
first is that the empirical estimation could overestimate the impact
force, this shows that only through models that include the shock of
the flow on the structure can the impact force be recreated. The second
is that the implementation of topographic models of higher resolution
could imply unfavorable conditions in estimating forces, as is the case
in this work.

Even though human safety is the main aspect to consider greater
safety factors for structural design of buildings, economics requires ef-
ficient designs that are not structurally overestimated. This highlights
the importance of a better estimate of forces of different nature on
buildings. Finally, this work opens the way in real scale SPH tsunami
simulations, considering real topographic conditions and databases of
tides and buoys.
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