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Abstract. This paper examines ways to improve the reliability and operational effi-
ciency of the Astana Reservoir hydraulic structures through reconstruction and moderniza-
tion. The reservoir, commissioned in 1970, is a key facility for water supply to Astana and
irrigation, and its earth dam has a total length of 1,154 m and a maximum height of 32 m.
The study is based on the 2023 dam safety declaration and the 2025 verification report on
overall stability and seepage strength. Numerical analyses were performed in PLAXIS 2D
using the finite element method, the Mohr—Coulomb model, and a strength-reduction ap-
proach for five representative cross-sections. The assessment compared the existing condi-
tion with two reconstruction scenarios: installation of an anti-filtration screen, and installa-
tion of an anti-filtration screen combined with a cement grout curtain. The results showed
that, despite a generally satisfactory visual condition, the existing dam configuration has un-
safe seepage behavior and critical local instability in the most unfavorable section. Recon-
struction measures significantly increased stability coefficients, reduced seepage gradients
and velocities, and ensured filtration strength. The paper concludes that the most effective
strategy is an integrated program combining anti-seepage reconstruction, renewal of non-
functional monitoring systems, and digitalized water metering and operational control for
long-term dam safety and management efficiency.
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ACTAHA CY KOMMACBIHBIH TUAPOTEXHUKAJBIK
KYPBLLJIBICTAPBIH KAVITA KYPY KOHE KAHFBIPTY
APKBLIBI MAWJIAJAHYIBIH CEHIM/ILIITT MEH
TAUIMJILIITTH APTTBIPY

E.T. Becimbaes' ® |, H.K. Kuizbuisaes' @, A.C. agkam!* @
C.E. Huer6aii' @ , V.T. Beranmen? ®

!Cor6aeB ynusepcuteti, 050000, Anmarsl, Kazakcran
2X anbIKapablK MHHOBALMSIBIK TEXHOIOrUsIap yHuBepeuteri, 720010, Bimkek, Kpipreiscran

Angatna. byn maxanaoa kKauma Kypy OHCoHE HCAHLIPMY XHcOoabiMeH Acmana cy
KOUMACbIHbIY —~ 2UOPOMEXHUKATLIK — KYPbUIbICIAPLIH — NAUOANaHyObly — CeHIMOiniei  MeH
muimMoiniein apmmulpy KHconoapvl Kapacmulpwvliadvl. 1970 scvlivt natidaranyza bepiieen cy
Koumacel ACmaHaHvl cymeH sHcabobiKmay dHcane cyapy Yulin Hezizei HblcaH 00nbln maobwiibin,
OHbIY Jicep Ooceminiy dcannvl Y3vlHOblebl 1154 m oicone maxcumanovl Ouikmici 32 .
3epmmey 6ocemmiy Kayincizoiei mypanvt 2023 ducvinevt oexnapayusea scane 2025 ducvingol
AHCAINBL MYPAKMBLILIK NEH CY3Y KYUiH meKkcepy mypanvl ecenke nezizoencen. PLAXIS 2D—o0e
CAHOBIK manoay coHevl snemeHmmep 20icin, Mopa-Kynon mooenin dicone bec munmix
Kon0eHey KUMAaHblY Oepikmicin momeHoemy 20iCiH KOJ0aHa Oomulpuln xCypeizindi. bazanay
bapviceinoa Kazipei scazoatl exi Kauma Kypy CYeHapuuimen calblCmblpbliobl: cy32ice KapCol
9KPAHObL OPHAMY JHCIHE Cy32ice KApCbl IKPAHObL YyeMeHm epimiHodiCiHiy nepoecimen Oipee
opramy. Hamuoicenep srcannvl Kanazammauapivly 6u3yanowvl Kyliee Kapamacmat, oap 6ezem
KOHGpu2ypayuscol ey Koaaucyl3 yuackeoei Kayinmi agein Kemy MiHe3-KYIKbIMEH HCIHE CblHU
JHcepeinixmi MYpaxcol30blKner cunammaiamsiubli Kepcemmi. Katima Kypy wapanapbel
MYPAKmMulivlK, KOdppuyuenmmepin eo0ayip apmmulpsin, cpaoueHmmep MeH a2bln Kemy
AHCHLIOAMObIZbIH MOMeHOemin, cy3y bepikmicin kammamacwiz emmi. Kyscamma ey muimoi
cmpamezusi bocemmiy Y3aK Mep3imMoi Kayincizoiei men oackapy muiMmOiliciH KaAMmamacol3
emy Yyuwlin cy3eice Kapcol dcylienepoi Kauma Kypyowsl, QYHKYUoHanovl emec OAKbuLIAy
JHcyienepin dHcanapmyowvl, COHOAU-aK cyobl YUPPIbIK ecenke anyovl HCaHe Hceoel 0aKbliayobl
Oipikmipemin KeweHOi baz0apaama 60abin MabwLIAbl 0e2eH KOPbIMbIHObL HCACALAOb.

Tyiiin ce3nep: Acmana cy Koumacwl, eUOPOMEXHUKANIBIK KYpbuliblcmap, becemmepoiy
Kayincizoici, peKOHCMPYKYUSIAY HCIHE HCAHbIPMY, CY3Y0i OaKvLiay, Naudaiany muimoiniei.
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HAYYHA CTATBA

IHHOBBIHNEHUE HAJEKHOCTU U DPPEKTUBHOCTH
SKCILIYATAIIMU TMAPOTEXHUYECKUX COOPYKEHUI
ACTAHUHCKOI'O BOJOXPAHUJINIIIA ITYTEM
PEKOHCTPYKIIMHU N MOAEPHU3ALIUU

E.T Becumoaes! © | H.K. Koispioaes! @ | A.C. lagkam'* ©
C.E. Huer6aii! ® , V.T. Berasnes? ©

!Car6aes Yausepcutert, 050000, Anmarsl, Kazaxcran
2MeskTyHapOaHbI YHUBEPCUTET HHHOBALMOHHBIX TeXHonoruit, 720010, Bumikek, Kelprzctan

AHHOTAUMSA. B 0anHOl cmamve paccmampusaromcest nymu nOGblUeHUsL HAOEHCHOCTU U
appexmusnocmu IKCHIYamayuu 2UOPOMEXHULECKUX COOPYAHCeHUl ACMAHUHCK020 6000Xpa-
HUIUWaA nymem peKOHCmMpYKyuu u mooepruzayuu. Boooxpanunuue, 6edennoe 8 3KChiya-
mayuro 8 1970 200y, asnsemcsa K1ouegblm 00beKmom 0Jisi 6000CHAOICeHUs. Acmanbl u uppu-
2ayuu, a e2o 3eMIAHAS NIomuHa umeem oowyio oauny 1154 m u maxcumanvuyro evicomy 32
M. HUccnedosanue ochosano Ha oekaapayuu o bezonachocmu niomunsl om 2023 2o0a u om-
yeme 0 nposepke obweli ycmouuusocmu u cunvl guiempayuu om 2025 200a. Hucnennwiii
ananuz owin npogeden 6 PLAXIS 2D c ucnonv3osanuem memooa KOHEUHbIX 3/1eMEHMO08, MO-
oenu Mopa—Kynona u memooa cHudiceHuss RpoYHOCMU 015 NAMU MUNUYHBIX NONEPEUHbIX Ce-
yenull. B xo0e oyenxu cywecmeyrowee cocmosinue 610 CONOCMABIEHO ¢ 08YMsl CYEHAPUSMU
PEKOHCMPYKYUU. YCMAHOBKOU NPOMUBODUTLIMPAYUOHHO20 IKPAHA U YCMAHOBKOU NPOMUBO-
GUILMPAYUOHHO20 IKPAHA 8 COYEMAHUL C 3A6eCOll U3 YeMeHmHo20 pacmeopa. Pezyiomamoi
NOKA3aU, YMO, HECMOMPS HA 8 YelloM YOOBIemBopUmenbHoe 8U3yaibHoe COCMosHUe, Cyuje-
cmeyiowas KOH@ueypayusi NIOMukbl Xapakxmepuszyemcs Hebe30NacHblM NogedeHuem npu
npoCayU8AHUU U KPUMUYECKOU JTOKAIbHOU HeCmabulbHOCmblo Ha Haubolee Hebna2onpusm-
HOM yuacmke. Meponpusmusi no peKOHCMPYKYUU 3HAYUMETbHO NOBbICUIU KOIDDuyuenmuol
YCMOUYUBOCMU, CHUZUIU 2PAOUEHMbL U CKOPOCMU NPOCAYUBAHUS U 0OeCneyuIy nPOYHOCMb
Qurompayuu. B ookymenme Odenaemcs 6b1600 0 mom, umo Haubolee 3¢hghekmugnol cmpa-
meauetl s619emcsi KOMNJIEKCHAs NPOCSPAMMA, COYeMAarowds peKOHCMPYKYUI0 npomueodhuisb-
MPAYUOHHBIX cuUCmeM, 0OHOGIeHUE HeDYHKYUOHANbHbIX CUCHEM MOHUMOPUHEA, 4 MAKIice
yughposoti yuem 800bl U ONEPAMUBHDBII KOHMPOJIL 0 0becnedenus: 00120CPOUHOL be30nac-
HOCMU NIOMUHbL U IPPEKMUSHOCIIU YNPABTIECHUSL.

KiroueBble ciioBa: Acmanunckoe 8000Xpanunuwe, cUOPOMeXHU4ecKue coOoOpy#cenus,
bezonacHocmev NAOMUH, PEKOHCMPYKYUSA U MOOEPHU3AYUSA, KOHMPOIb QUIbMPayull, IKCHLY-
amayuoHHas 3hhexmusHocmo.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The Astana Reservoir is a strategically important hydraulic facility located about 5 km south-
east of the village of Arnasai and about 65 km from Astana, in the Arshalyn district of Akmola Re-
gion. The reservoir was designed by the Hydroproject Institute in 1967 and commissioned on 19
October 1970. It operates in cascade with the Ishim and Sergeev reservoirs and serves two major
functions: water supply for Astana and irrigation. The reservoir is therefore not only an engineering
structure, but also a key element of regional water security and socio-economic stability.

The main dam is an earth-fill structure with a total length of 1,154 m, a crest width of 10 m, a
maximum height of 32 m, and a maximum head of 25 m. The upstream slope is arranged with two
berms and reinforced in the upper part by reinforced-concrete slabs over an area of 1,960 m?, while
the downstream slope is grassed. According to visual inspection data, the general technical condi-
tion of the dam is satisfactory and no obvious emergency deformations have been identified on the
crest or slopes. At the same time, the more recent verification calculations show that visual integrity
alone is not sufficient to guarantee long-term safety, because seepage behavior and local stability
remain critical for the actual reliability of the structure.
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Figure 1 — Location of the Astana Reservoir and dam site in Akmola Region, Kazakhstan
(author’s materials)

In this context, reconstruction and modernization should be understood not as routine repair,
but as a transition from condition-based operation to risk-informed and instrumented management.
For the Astana Reservoir, this means combining structural anti-seepage measures with modern mon-
itoring, automatic water metering, and improved operational control of water releases and water dis-
tribution. The attached documents show that the current operation still relies heavily on manual ob-
servations, while the existing instrumentation network is either absent or nonfunctional.

The classical geotechnical framework for embankment dams was formalized in dam engineer-
ing literature by Fell et al., emphasizing that stability, seepage, foundation performance, and seep-
age-control (anti-filtration) measures should be evaluated as an integrated safety system rather than
as separate design components (Fell et al., 2005). This systems perspective remains especially rele-
vant for aging reservoirs, where acceptable visual condition may coexist with hidden seepage de-
fects and insufficient instrumentation.

A second major research direction concerns monitoring and interpretation of dam behaviour
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(Li et al., 2020) reviewed modern monitoring-data analysis methods and demonstrated the shift
from conventional observation toward regression-based, statistical, and intelligent analytical tools
that enable earlier detection of abnormal behaviour. (Fang et al., 2021; Ghafoori et al., 2020) fur-
ther showed that distributed optical-fiber temperature sensing can identify concealed seepage paths
and leakage zones that are difficult to detect by routine inspection alone. These studies are im-
portant because they move the reliability problem from periodic inspection toward continuous diag-
nosis.

Recent work has also refined the understanding of hydraulic and geotechnical processes in
earth dams (Liu et al., 2024) demonstrated that downstream-slope safety is strongly influenced by
reservoir-level fluctuations and hysteresis in the soil-water characteristic curve. This finding is
methodologically important for the present study because seepage and stability cannot be interpret-
ed independently: the position of the depression surface directly affects effective stresses, and hence
the safety margin of the downstream slope.

Research published in Vestnik KazGASA provides useful regional context (Ilyassova et al.,
2025) analyzed degradation mechanisms in concrete hydraulic structures and justified repair tech-
nologies for durability extension (Moldamuratov et al., 2025) presented a multifactor assessment
of hydraulic structures in seismically active zones using the Tasotkel Reservoir as a case study,
(Moldamuratov et al., 2023) while (Kirgizbayeva et al., 2025) emphasized the role of integrated
deformation monitoring for engineering structures (Abdrakhmanova et al., 2025) demonstrated
the practical value of detailed field geotechnical testing in northern Kazakhstan.

Despite these advances, three gaps remain visible in the literature. First, many studies focus
either on structural rehabilitation or on monitoring, whereas fewer works address both within one
operational modernization program. Second, local publications on hydraulic structures often em-
phasize concrete deterioration, seismic effects, or canal efficiency, but not seepage-strength verifica-
tion of an operating earth dam under alternative reconstruction scenarios. Third, operational effi-
ciency is still discussed less often than physical safety, even though nonfunctional instrumentation
and manual control can directly reduce the practical value of rehabilitation measures. The Astana
Reservoir case is therefore relevant because it links seepage control, slope stability, monitoring re-
newal, and digitalized operation within one decision framework.

2 MATERIALS AND METHODS

The revised study is based on three information layers: the 2023 dam safety declaration, the
2025 verification report on overall stability and seepage strength, and the published journal article
version. The natural setting is characterized by a sharply continental climate, unstable moisture
conditions, seasonal freezing depths from 1.86 m to 2.75 m depending on soil type, and flood runoff
of the Yesil River formed mainly by snowmelt. Updated hydrological estimates cited in the source
materials indicate peak discharges of 2,050 m?/s for a 0.1% exceedance probability and 1,565 m?/s
for a 1% exceedance probability

The numerical analysis in Figure 3 in the 2025 report was performed in PLAXIS 2D using
the finite element method. The model employed the Mohr-Coulomb constitutive law and the
strength-reduction technique to evaluate slope stability. Five representative cross-sections were
selected along the dam. The verification program considered three scenarios: the existing condition
without confirmed anti-seepage elements, a reconstructed case with a clay anti-filtration screen, and
a reconstructed case with both the anti-filtration screen and a cement grout curtain in the rock
foundation. Main source data and modelling framework are presented in Table 1.
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;F .

Figure 2 — Inspection fragments showing cracking and opening of joints in the deteriorated area.

(author’s materials)

=

Figure 3 — Schematic design model of the dam and anti-seepage system used for the numerical assessment.

(author’s materials)

Table 1.
Main source data and modelling framework (author’s materials)
Parametres Value/Discription
Earth-fill dam; length 1,154 m; crest width 10 m; maximum height 32 m; maximum
Dam type and geometry
head 25 m.
. - Upstream slope with two berms and reinforced-concrete slab lining in the upper
Protection and visible . .
o part; downstream slope grassed; no obvious emergency deformations reported by
condition . ) .
visual inspection.
Hydrological basis

Design flood estimates of 2,050 m*/s (0.1%) and 1,565 m*/s (1%).

Ground investigation

Six boreholes, total drilling length 83.6 m, plus laboratory tests on physical, shear,
compression, and filtration properties.

Material contrast

Low-permeability loam/sandy loam in the dam body; coarse sands, gravelly soils,
and alluvium in adjacent zones; filtration coefficients from 0.0001 to 37.2 m/day.

Numerical platform

PLAXIS 2D finite-element analysis with the Mohr—Coulomb constitutive model
and strength-reduction procedure.

Assessment sections

Five representative cross-sections along the dam.

Reconstruction scenarios

Scenario 1 — existing condition; Scenario 2 — clay anti-filtration screen; Scenario 3
— clay screen + cement grout curtain in the foundation.

Output indicators

Safety factor, position of the depression surface, hydraulic gradient, seepage
velocity, and seepage discharge.
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The numerical assessment followed the staged logic of the 2025 verification report. Five
representative cross-sections were analysed in plane strain. For each section, the existing
configuration was compared with two reconstruction alternatives: (i) restoration of seepage control
by means of a clay anti-filtration screen, and (ii) the same screen combined with a cement grout
curtain in the foundation. This approach makes it possible to isolate the engineering effect of each
anti-seepage measure and to evaluate reconstruction as a measurable change in stability reserve and
seepage regime rather than as a generic repair action.

To improve methodological transparency, the revised manuscript explicitly reports the main
modelling outputs that controlled the engineering interpretation: the minimum strength-reduction
factor, the configuration of the depression curve, hydraulic gradients in the critical zone, seepage
velocity, and daily seepage discharge per running meter of structure. The revised text also
distinguishes between the normal operating and special design combinations considered in the
source calculations, because the most unfavorable section proved sensitive to both seepage and load
combination.

A practical limitation of the published source is that not every input parameter from the
project calculation file is reproduced in the article itself. For this reason, the revised version reports
verified ranges and scenario logic directly supported by the source materials and avoids reproducing
undocumented parameters. Nevertheless, the available evidence is sufficient to interpret the relative
performance of the three technical solutions and to justify the recommended modernization
strategy.

3 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The first and most important result is that visual inspection alone gives an incomplete picture
of dam safety. Although the general condition of the embankment was described as satisfactory and
no emergency deformations were reported visually, the verification calculations identified a serious
local problem in cross-section 5, which proved to be the most unfavorable alignment of the entire
dam. In the existing condition, the minimum stability coefficient in this section dropped to 0.3166
for the main design case and to 0.1226 for the special case, i.e., far below an acceptable safety re-
serve. This means that the present condition cannot be characterized as operationally reliable, even
if the dam surface does not show dramatic visible distress.

Figure 4 represents Gate 5 turned out to be the most unfavorable of all the design sections
considered. For the existing position of the dam at the NPU, the minimum stability coefficients Msf
=0.3166 for the main design case and Mst = (0.1226 for the special case were obtained, which indi-
cates the unsecured stability of the slope in this alignment. The summary results of the report also
show that gate 5 is the most problematic in terms of stability among all five design sections.

Figure 4 — Gate 5. A general view of the loss of stability during FPU and AK loading.
The coefficient of safety margin Msf=1.667. Stability is assured. (author’s materials)

Figure 5 and 6 shows second result is the clear seepage-related mechanism behind this insta-
bility. In cross-section 5, the depression surface remains high within the dam body and exits on the
downstream slope rather than penetrating deeper into the foundation. Such a configuration indicates
intensive water saturation of the embankment and reduced effective stresses in the lower slope
zone. The calculated hydraulic gradient in the same section reached 0.8381 in the main case and
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0.9591 in the special case, while filtration velocity in section 5 was about 9.50 m/day and the seep-
age discharge reached 18.49 m?*/day per running meter in the main case. Across sections 3 to 5,
seepage velocities were approximately 9.5-12.8 m/day and discharge values reached up to 33.94
m?/day per running meter. The report therefore concluded that seepage-strength safety was not en-
sured in four of the five analysed sections. Summary of key results for the critical cross-section and
dam behaviour are presented in Table 2.

Figure 5 — Critical cross-section 5: calculated depression curve in the existing condition. (author’s materials)
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Figure 6 — Hydraulic-gradient field in critical cross-section 5 under the normal operating condition. (author’s materials)

Table 2

Summary of key results for the critical cross-section and dam behaviour

. Minimum safety Hydraulic Seepage velocity,  Seepage discharge, Filtration
Scenario °
factor gradient m/day m?/day per m strength
.. . ~9.50 in section 5;  Up to 18.49 in sec-
Existing condi- 31660 1226 08381/ 95 128insec- tion5:upto33.94  Not ensured
tion 0.9591 . . .
tions 3—5 in sections 3-5
Clay anti- 1.234 in section 5; ngll;iid
ﬁltratiyn reen sections 3-5: 1.680 adopied lim- ~0.35-0.60 Strongly reduced Ensured
on seree /1.669/1.234 opte
1t
. . . Below criti-
Clay screen + 1269 n section 5; cal value in ~0.38-0.44 Low Ensured
cement grout sections 3-5:

the
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The third result is that reconstruction with a clay anti-filtration screen changes the behaviour
of the dam fundamentally. For cross-sections 3 to 5, the minimum stability coefficient increased to
1.680, 1.669, and 1.234 in the main design case and remained above the required level in the special
case as well. Seepage velocities decreased to approximately 0.35-0.60 m/day, and the verification
report explicitly states that seepage-strength safety became ensured. This is the key engineering ar-
gument for reconstruction: the screen does not simply reduce leakage, but transforms the dam from
a locally unsafe seepage regime to a controlled and acceptable one (Aniskin et al., 2024; Pianosi et
al., 2020).

The fourth result is that the combined option with both the clay screen and the cement grout
curtain also satisfies the safety criteria and provides a slightly higher reserve in the most problemat-
ic section. In the main design case, the minimum stability coefficient reached 1.681, 1.664, and
1.269 for sections 3 to 5, while seepage velocities remained low at about 0.38—0.44 m/day. The gra-
dients in the screen remained below the adopted critical level, which confirms the effectiveness of
the integrated anti-seepage concept. At the same time, the numerical difference between Scenarios 2
and 3 is moderate rather than radical. From an engineering-economic perspective, this suggests that
the clay screen is the principal efficiency measure, whereas the grout curtain acts as an additional
safeguard where foundation conditions justify it.

The fifth result concerns the discrepancy between the 2023 safety declaration and the more
detailed 2025 verification. The declaration concluded that the dam met safety requirements, where-
as the later report showed that the existing state was unsafe with respect to seepage-strength criteria
in most analysed sections. This is not merely an inconsistency between documents; it demonstrates
the methodological difference between a general safety assessment and a focused seepage-strength
verification that explicitly tests the consequences of missing or ineffective anti-filtration elements.
The case therefore supports the broader literature finding that dam safety assessments should not
rely solely on geometry and overall stability checks, but must include seepage-focused diagnostics
and sufficiently detailed modelling (Lee et al., 2023).

The final analytical point is that operational efficiency depends not only on embankment re-
construction but also on modernization of the monitoring system. The source materials indicate that
hydrometeorological observations and release regulation are already performed, but the measuring
and instrumentation system is unsatisfactory: the piezometric network is nonfunctional, and a new
monitoring system is recommended, including geodetic marks, piezometric wells, crack meters, and
temperature sensors (Shadkam et al., 2024). This observation aligns with the reviewed literature on
monitoring analytics and local deformation control. A reservoir can only be operated efficiently
when seepage, deformations, water levels, and releases are measured continuously and interpreted
in time for decision-making. Accordingly, the engineering interpretation of the Astana case is that
reconstruction should be implemented together with monitoring renewal and digitalized water ac-
counting (Alenov et al., 2025; Bessimbayev et al., 2022).

4 CONCLUSIONS

1. The analysis confirms that the Astana Reservoir remains a strategically important water-
supply and irrigation facility. Despite its generally satisfactory visual condition, detailed inspection
and verification revealed the presence of unsafe seepage processes and local instability in otnemns-
HBIX yYacTKax.

2. Numerical modeling results demonstrate that reconstruction measures—particularly the in-
stallation of a clay anti-filtration screen, optionally combined with a cement grout curtain—
significantly improve both slope stability and seepage control, bringing the structure to acceptable
safety levels.

3. It has been established that the current monitoring system does not ensure reliable long-
term operation. A significant portion of instrumentation is either nonfunctional or outdated, which
limits the ability to assess the technical condition of the structure in real time.
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4. To enhance operational efficiency, it is necessary to implement modernization measures,
including the replacement of obsolete instrumentation and the introduction of automated systems
for water metering and water-distribution control.

5. Thus, the most effective technical solution is a comprehensive approach that combines an-
ti-seepage reconstruction, renewal of monitoring instrumentation, and the implementation of digital-
ized operational management systems.
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