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Abstract—Pipelines for water supply are
susceptible to burst-leakage due to fluid pressures
of various nature. High pressure heads resulting
in circumferential and (or) axial stresses larger
than the material yield stress could cause pipe
failure. Of equal concern is the local boiling or
cavitation effect in regions of fluid pressure dropping
below its vapor pressure, which in turn develop air
bubbles that get transported through the pipeline,
bursting later at remote locations. We initially
developed a simple probabilistic model based on
Method of Characteristics (MOC) to simulate
burst leakage in pipelines, and compared with a
pure deterministic hydraulic model. We had not
considered cavitation effects for simplicity. The
results indicated that the simple probabilistic model
was only marginally different in its prediction of the
transients on comparison with the latter. In order
to determine the position and amount of leakage
in the distribution system, the detection method
based on simulating hydraulic transients was further
evaluated using Extended Kalman Filter (EKF).
We found that this non-linear filtering approach on
the fluid transient model considerably reduced the
number of input parameters required, and it was
able to predict leakage rate and burst positions even
in a highly noisy environment.

Keywords—Method of characteristics, Signal
processing, CFD, Pipe burst, Numerical simulation,
Probability

I. INTRODUCTION

Water distribution systems fail to achieve effec-
tive conservation and operational efficiency mainly
due to leakages- small and large that goes unde-
tected. Such leakages can result in serious eco-
nomic losses as well as wastage of a very precious
resource. Origin of the fluid transients in a pipe
flow that cause burst leakage are mostly associ-
ated with the compressibility effects from sudden
closure of valves (water hammer), sharp bends,
sudden contraction (and) or expansion, etc. Hence,
detection or early prediction of burst locations and
leakage rates could be highly beneficial.

Till date, different techniques have been used for
the leak detection in water distribution systems.
In 1985, Hargesheimer [1], used trihalomethanes
(THMs) chloroform and dichlororbromomethane
in pipelines to find positions of water leakage.
According to him, THM analysis provided a spe-
cific and sensitive means of identifying treated city
water samples in seepage. However, this method
works only on treated water and gives a general
location of the leak but not its magnitude.

In 1987, Dalle and Himmelblau [2] used the
Kalman Filter for fault detection within a single
stage evaporator. Li and Olson [3], in 1991 applied
the Extended Kalman Filter to a closed loop non-
linear distillation process.

Liou and Tian [4], in 1995 developed a model for
a single pipeline using transient flow simulations.
They considered data noise in pressure and flow
measurements and found that noise limits leak
detectability.

In 1999, Brunone [5] proposed a technique for
leak detection in outfall pipes based on properties
of transient pressure waves. The occurrence of
transient damping determined the presence of a
leak and the timing of the damping determined the
location.

Vtkovsky et al [6] in 2000, detected leaks in wa-
ter distribution systems using the genetic algorithm
(GA) technique in conjunction with the inverse
transient method (ITM). The slow rate of conver-
gence within complex systems is a disadvantage of
this method.

In 2001, Mpesha et al [7] tried a leak detection
frequency response method, which required mea-
suring pressure and discharge at one location in the
pipeline as the input parameters.

Buchberger [8] in 2004, developed a statistical
method for detecting the magnitude of leaks in
pipe networks. Mean and standard deviation of the
measured flows were computed, and the maximum
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network leakage rate was determined when the flow
values diverge from the statistical curves. But this
method does not locate the position of the leak.
Verde [9] developed a method for location of leak
in a pipeline, by using flow and pressure sensors
only at the ends of the pipeline. According to him,
it can be solved using a simple nonlinear model of
the flow, assuming leak position with uncertainty,
and combining static relationship between residual
components and leak position error.

In 2005, Misiunas et al [10] tried a method to
find leaks in the pipeline by measuring pressure at
one location to sense the negative pressure wave
that was produced when a break occurred. The
location was found by the timing of the initial and
reflected transient waves produced by the break.

Lesyshen [11] in 2005, used a model based on
single, fictitious leak for leakage detection. The
objective his method was to determine through sim-
ulations, the effectiveness of the Extended Kalman
Filter for such problems.

Doney [12] in 2007, also used a model based
algorithm to detect a leak in a pipeline. The model
was able to detect the location and magnitude of
a leak in a pipeline accurately once four pressure
measurements were inputted into the EKF.

Cataldo and Cannazza [13] in 2012, presented a
time domain reflectometry (TDR) -based system
for leak detection in underground metal pipes,
which considerably reduced time required for in-
spection.

In 2015, Golmohamadi [14] applied both
hardware-based and software-based techniques for
leak detection in pipelines. Emission of ultrasonic
wave was used for pipeline inspection, while his
software method was based on the hydraulic tran-
sient model for the pipeline. He concluded that
the hardware based method was reliable but very
expensive in leak detection and was applicable only
in shorter ranges compared to the software based
approach.

In 2015, Aguinaga et al [15] proposed a
model based approach to detect and isolate non-
concurrent multiple leaks in a pipeline using an
Extended Kalman Filter as a state observer. But
this approach was valid only if the number of leaks
were not very large.

In 2018, Khalilabad et al [16] developed a tech-
nique based on hydraulic model to determine leak-
age in distribution system using Extended Kalman
Filter (EKF). The results showed that the EKF
could determine amount and position of leakage
on pipeline with significantly less error.

The prime objective of our method is to im-
prove the Lesyshen’s single fictitious leak de-
tection model [11] into a probabilistic multiple
leak detection method based on Hoop stress (HS)
and yield stress (YS) developed in the pipelines.
Considering that high pressure heads resulting in
circumferential (hoop) stress or longitudinal (ax-
ial) stress will be comparable to material yield
stress during a burst-leakage, we have based our
model on probability to allow only a few among
such eligible locations to burst. Again, we have
neglected the effect of cavitation for simplicity.
Further, this hydraulic transient based model was
evaluated using an EKF scheme to give the state
space estimates in a highly noisy environment. This
is required because, in the event of multiple leaks,
the pipeline system would generate very noisy
pressure signals for over a wider range. However,
the EKF technique requires adequate monitoring
of only a few selected pressure heads as inputs
into a state space estimation scheme, to generate
meaningful results.

The remainder of this paper is organized as fol-
lows. The two different cases to model, a horizontal
and a non-horizontal pipeline with differing bound-
ary conditions, are presented in section II. Section
III presents the theory behind transient fluid flow
simulation for pipelines. Detailed methodology is
discussed in Section IV. The theory of Extended
Kalman Filter, which combines the transient fluid
flow theory of Section III and the EKF technique
for the current model, is given in Section V. The
results are presented in Section VI.

II.
A. THE CASE OF HORIZONTAL PIPELINE

The case of horizontal pipeline consists of a
constant head reservoir maintained at 40m head
connected to a downstream reservoir maintained
at 30m through horizontally laid pipelines 600m
long and which are 0.5m in diameter. A gate
valve is located just upstream of the 30m reservoir
to regulate the flow. The pipeline is segmented
into six equal pipe sections which are 100m long
each. The end location of a pipeline is referred
to as a ‘node’. Hence there are seven nodes: one
upstream at supply reservoir, five interior nodes
equally spaced at 100m from the supply, and one
end node at the valve just before the downstream
reservoir. This configuration according to the work
of Leyshan [11] is as shown in Figure 1.

1) Model parameters for II.A: The parameters
of each node in the horizontal pipeline consist of
elevation, pressure head and flow rate. The initial



Fig. 1. The case of horizontal pipeline layout

variables to the model are as given in Table I. The
gate valve located just ahead of the lowest reservoir
is allowed to close in 20 seconds.

Density (kg/m3) of the fluid rho=1000
Acceleration due to gravity (m/s2) g=9.8

Fluid modulus of elastisity (Pa) β =2.1994e9
Length of each pipe (m) l=100

Diameter (m) d=0.5
Friction factor f=0.015

Pipe wall thickness (m) e=0.01905
Youngs modulus of elasticity of pipe E=4.1e11

Yield stress (N/m2) Y=8e6
Upstream Head (m) HR1 =40

Downstream Head (m) HR2 =30
Valve closure time (s) tc = 20

TABLE I
INPUT DATA FOR HORIZONTAL LAYOUT

2) Origin of transients for II.A: Initially, the
regulating gate valve is fully open while allowing
flow from the upstream reservoir to the downstream
reservoir. This valve is closed suddenly in steps
which cause pressure surge (’water hammer’) in
the pipeline. Water hammer due to sudden deceler-
ation of fluid flow can generate very high pressure
transients which could burst a pipeline and can
generate pipeline vibrations.

Hence the steady state condition for this case
is defined by the fully developed pipe flow with
downstream gate valve opened to its full position.
On closure of valve in steps, the variation from
the steady state values for the mutually related
unknowns, viz., flow rate in each pipe, Q [ m3/s ]
and the total energy head at each junction node,
H [ m ] would mathematically describe the flow
and pressure distribution within the pipe under
unsteady state conditions. The fundamental rela-
tionship between conservation of mass and energy
for the hydraulic transmission will define the same.

B. THE CASE OF NON-HORIZONTAL PIPELINE

Another fictitious case with a non-horizontal lay-
out and different boundary conditions is as follows.
This distribution setup consists of five pipes each
20m in length and 0.5m diameter. A reservoir with
a constant head of 60m is present upstream to the

first pipe. The end of pipeline is closed allowing no
flow past and hence the fluid is stagnant. There are
6 nodes in this configuration: a node at upstream
supply reservoir, four interior nodes and last being
at the downstream closed end.

Fig. 2. The case of horizontal pipeline layout

Node ID Elevation (m)
1 20
2 20
3 30
4 30
5 0
6 0

TABLE II
THE NODE ELEVATIONS

Density [ kg/m3 ] of the fluid rho=1000
Acceleration due to gravity [ m/s2 ] g=9.811

Length of each pipe (m) l=100
Diameter (m) d=0.5

Fluid modulus of elastisity [ Pa ] β = 2.1994e9

Friction factor f=0.015
pipe wall thickness [m] e= 0.01905

Youngs modulus of elasticity of pipe E= 4.1e11
Yield Stress Y= 8e6

Upstream head [m] HR1 = 40
TABLE III

INPUT DATA FOR NON-HORIZONTAL LAYOUT

1) Model parameters for II.B:
2) Origin of transients for II.B: Through the

case of non-horizontal layout we tried to under-
stand the robustness of our model in handling a
completely different set of boundary conditions
and fluid transients. In this problem, we allowed
for the burst leakage of a fictitious pipe material
which had it its pressure head solely due to the
supply reservoir. The fluid was stagnant initially in
the entire pipeline, and the fluid transients were
supposed to be triggered by the onset of burst
leakage.

Hence contrary to the former case, the steady
state conditions for this case were initially cal-
culated based on static pressure head, and the
transients Q and H, were modeled on the onset
of burst leakage.



III. GOVERNING EQUATIONS FOR
TRANSIENT FLOW

Transient flow in pipelines can be explained by
the equations for conservation of mass (continu-
ity equation) and momentum (Navier-Stokes equa-
tion). Dissipation of frictional energy in the form
of heat is not modeled in the present study. These
equations are represented by partial differential
equations in time ( t ) and space ( x ). H and
Q are considered as the dependent variables while
t and x are independent variables. The goal is to
determine the dependent variables as a function of
time and space.

A. Continuity Equation

The continuity equation is derived from the
principle of mass conservation which states that
for a control volume, the ’mass flow in’ is equal
to ’mass flow out’ from it. For fluid flow through
an elastic pipe this equation takes the form [17],

a2

gA

∂Q

∂x
+
∂H

∂t
= 0 (1)

where, A is the pipe cross-sectional area [ m2 ],
and a is the wave speed within the fluid medium
inside the pipe and it is given by

a =

√√√√√
(
β
ρ

)
1 +

(
β
E

) (
D
e

)
c1

(2)

Here c1 is a constant assuming pipe anchored
with expansion joints throughout and e is the
thickness of the pipe walls [ m ].

B. Transient Momentum Equation (Navier-Stokes
Equation)

The momentum equation stating the dynamical
equilibrium of the fluid for incompressible fluid
flow is given by

∂Q

∂t
+ gA

∂H

∂x
+

f

2DA
Q|Q| = 0 (3)

IV. METHODOLOGY

In order to solve the two hyperbolic governing
equations for transient fluid flow, we have used
the Method of Characteristics (MOC); a robust
method used extensively for solving partial differ-
ential equations in engineering simulation and is
found to provide accurate results. Through MOC,
the partial differential equations were transformed

into two ordinary differential equations. A simple
probabilistic method was coupled to this pure hy-
draulic model to determine the position and amount
of leakage in distribution system. This detection
method was further evaluated using the non-linear
Extended Kalman Filter (EKF) under a very noisy
environment.

For more details on MOC and boundary con-
ditions for hydraulic transients discussed in the
following sections, the reader is advised to refer
Chaudhary []. A short description for the individ-
ual elements of the numerical scheme can be as
follows.

A. The method of characteristics

The method of characteristics converts the two
partial differential equations of momentum and
continuity into four ordinary differential equations.

dQ

dt
+
gA

a

dH

dt
+

f

2DA
Q|Q| = 0 (4)

if
dx

dt
= a (5)

and
dQ

dt
− gA

a

dH

dt
+

f

2DA
Q|Q| = 0 (6)

if

dx

dt
= −a (7)

The compatibility equations 4 and 6 (C+ and
C- equations) exist along C+ and C- characteris-
tic lines respectively. The physical significance of
characteristics lines is that, if the pressure head
and flow at point A are known, then equation 4
can be integrated from point A to point P. Then
the resulting equation will be in terms of unknown
pressure head and flow at point P. Similarly know-
ing the pressure head and flow at point B, equation
6 can be integrated along line BP which results in
a equation relating pressure head and flow at point
P. Thus at point P, there are two equations and two
unknowns (pressure head and flow) which can be
solved. In this way pressure head and flow at each
point can be calculated throughout time.

B. Discretization

Numerical discretization allows for solution of
governing partial differential equations based on
discrete computational points (nodes). Integrating
equation 4 along the C+ characteristic line (AP)
and solving for flow at point P gives,



QP = Cp − CaHP (8)

where

Cp = QA +
gA

a
HA −

f∆t

2DA
QA|QA| (9)

Similarly, integrating equation 6 along the C−
characteristic line (BP) and solving for flow at
point P gives,

QP = Cn + CaHP (10)

where,

Cn = QA −
gA

a
HB −

f∆t

2DA
QB |QB | (11)

and

Ca =
gA

a
(12)

The values of two unknowns ( QP and HP ) can
be determined by simultaneosly solving equations
8 and 10, i.e.,

QP =
Cp + Cn

2
(13)

The value of HP can be determined by using
either equation 8 or 10. Thus, by using equation
8 and 10, conditions at all interior points at the end
of each time step can be determined. However, at
the boundaries, either equation 8 or 10 is availabe.
So, special conditions are needed to determine the
parameters at the boundaries at time t0 +∆t [17]
.

C. Boundary Conditions

The boundary condition for the upstream reser-
voir is obtained from the energy equation. It has
to be noted that, the boundary condition for the
downstream reservoir is obtained from the valve
equation for case II.A and from dead end condition
for case II.B. The special boundary conditions
which need to be taken care are as discussed below.

1) The Supply Reservoir: For the upstream
reservoir at the beginning of water distribution line
(node 1), the boundary condition is given as

H1,k = HR1 − (1 + η)
Q2

11,k

2gA2
(14)

Q11,k =
−1 +

√
1 + 4K1(Cn + CaHR1)

2K1
(15)

where,

K1 =
Ca(1 + η)

2gA2
(16)

Here HR1 represents the head at the supply
reservoir and η is the entrance loss coefficient,
taken as 0.5.

2) The Downstream Reservoir with Valve:
There is a valve at the downstream reservoir for
first case (II.A) and the boundary condition for the
downstream reservoir is modeled using the valve
equation. The orifice equation for steady state flow
through a valve is [17]:

Q62,o = (CdoAvo)
√

2g(H6,o −HR2) (17)

where Q62,o is the steady state flow through the
valve, (H6,o −HR2) is the steady state head loss
across the valve, HR2 is the downstream reservoir
head, Cdo is the steady state discharge coefficient
and here it is chosen as 0.6 and Avo is the pipe area
when valve is opened fully. For a general opening
the flow may be described as:

Q62,k = (CdAv)
√

2g(H6,k −HR2) (18)

Here Av is the instantaneous valve opening area
and Cd is the coefficient of discharge in transient
condition [15], that is used to characterise the flow
and pressure head behaviour at the orifices and it
is given by [19],

Cd = 0.05959 + 0.0312α2.1 − 0.184α6 (19)

where, α is the area ratio ( D2
0/D

2
1 ), D1 is

the diameter of the pipe when valve is opened
fully and D0 is the constricted diameter.

Solving for flow at the valve ( Q62,k ) gives
[17],

Q62,k =
−Cv +

√
C2
v − 4Cv(CaHR2 − Cp)

2
(20)

in which

Cv =
(τQo)

2

Ca(H6,o −HR2)
(21)

Here Qo is the steady state flow through the
valve and τ is the dimensionless valve opening
area and given by

τ =
(CdAv)

(CdoAvo)
(22)



For a fully open valve, τ =1. The variation of
τ over closure time tc can be as given in Figure
3

Fig. 3. Variation of non-dimensionalized valve closure time

3) The downstream closed pipe end: The
pipeline in the second case (II.B) is blocked at
downstream end. This dead end boundary condition
gives, flow rate as zero, i.e.,

Qp = 0 (23)

Hence, from the positive characteristic equation,

HP =
Cp
Ca

(24)

4) Inner Nodes with Leakage: Apart from the
above boundary conditions, modeling the pipe
breakage would require additional equations for
flow rate ( Q ), pressure heads ( H ) and leakage
rate ( QL ) as discussed below. On the onset of
leakage in a pipe, fluid transients in the entire
pipeline changes altogether when compared to the
no-leak situation. Leakage at any interior location
(node) can be modeled using an orifice equation.
This serves as an additional boundary condition,
wherein continuity equation is enforced at the
leaking node. Suppose a leakage is detected at
node 5 (Figure 4), then the continuity equation and
characteristic wave equation using MOC changes
as,

Q42,k = Q51,k +QL, 5 (25)

Q42,k = Cp − CaH5,k (26)

Q51,k = Cn + CaH5,k (27)

The determination of leak rate at node 5 ( QL,5
) is as discussed in section IV.D. 1

Fig. 4. Flow configuration with leakage at node 5

D. Modeling Pipe Breakage

Initially the steady state condition for pressure
head (H) and flow rate (Q) were evaluated
based on steady state equations considering the
reservoir heads maintained and fluid friction along
pipelines. Fluid transients (unsteady pressure head
and flow rates) in a pipe flow were allowed to
develop due to sudden closure of valve (water
hammer), sharp bends, sudden contraction (and) or
expansion, etc. The local burst-leakages themselves
were supposed to generate further transient signals.
Hence, this coupled complex phenomenon is highly
non-linear in nature and is essentially a problem
of fluid-structure interaction and signal processing.
For simplicity we have neglected the effects of
cavitation in creating transients.

In real scenario, the high local pressure heads
resulting from fluid transients may not cause burst
leakage at all positions defined by a pure deter-
ministic model, since leak initiated at a position
may cause pressure relief at other locations. So, at
all time steps, the eligibility of a location for burst
leakage has to be assigned probabilistically. Hence,
while simulating fluid transients, we decided to
compare the pure deterministic hydraulic model
with a simple probabilistic hydraulic model.

1) Deterministic Model: For the first case
(II.A), the valve at the downstream end was al-
lowed to be closed in steps, creating sudden pres-
sure rise. We considered that if the circumferential
stress or axial stress on the pipeline generated by
this unsteady pressure rise was larger than 80 % of
the material yield stress (YS), then it could cause
the burst leakage. For the second case (II.B), we
allowed the supply head reservoir to be maintained
at such a head that at least a few locations of
the non-horizontally laid fictitious pipe material
conform to the above burst criteria.

By this hypothesis, a set of plausible burst
nodal locations were identified. In the determin-
istic model all such locations were allowed to
break. The leak area Aleak was assumed to be
non-variant (no creep allowed) for which a non-



dimensionalized area parameter λ (assumed to
be 0.001) was considered to satisfy the empirical
relation for leak rate (QL) as,

QL = λ
√
H (28)

where,
λ = Aleak

√
2g (29)

2) Probabilistic Model: The main disadvantage
of the above deterministic model could be the over
prediction of the plausible breakage points. Hence
a probabilistic method to choose the breaking loca-
tions based on some distribution function (normal,
Gaussian, etc) is more suitable for such prediction.
However, it may require exhaustive experimental
data or previously obtained data from trial runs to
decide upon this function. Hence, for the present
work in which our prime objective is to evaluate the
hydraulic model with EKF, we employ a relatively
simple probabilistic method. This simple model
is based on merely a coin-tossing probability to
assign a location (node), from among the group
of potentially plausible nodes, its eligibility to
break. Further, we also analyze how different the
prediction of a deterministic model could be from
a simple probabilistic model. Condition for leakage
according to the simple probabilistic method is as
in Figure 5.

Condition for leakage:

Probability (leakage) =


0 if HS < 0.8Y S
1 if HS > Y S
(HS−0.8Y S)
Y S(1−0.8)

else

E. Modeling Inner Nodes with Leakage

Apart from the boundary conditions, modeling
the pipe breakage would require additional equa-
tions for flow (or) and leakage rates and pressure
heads as discussed below. When a leak is detected
in a pipeline by any of the above methods, then the
fluid transients in the pipeline changes compared to
the no-leak situation. The leakage at any interior

node can be modeled using an orifice equation.
Continuity equation is enforced at this leaking
node. Suppose a leakage is detected at node 5, then
the transients in that pipeline with leaks have to
be additionally solved numerically using MOC. In
such case the continuity equation and characteristic
wave equation changes as,

Fig. 5. Leakage at Node 5

1) Continuity Equation:

Q42,k = Q51,k +QL5 (30)

2) Characteristic Equations:

Q42,k = Cp − CaH5,k (31)

Q51,k = Cn + CaH5,k (32)

QL5 = λ5
√
H5,k (33)

where,

Cp = Q32,k−1+CaH4,k−1−
f∆t

2DA
Q32,k−1|Q32,k−1|

(34)

Cn = Q52,k−1−CaH6,k−1−
f∆t

2DA
Q52,k−1|Q52,k−1|

(35)
and λ5 is the unknown leakage area constant for
node 5 (chosen as .001).

Solving for Head at node 5 gives:

H5,k =

(
λ25

8C2
a

)
+

1

2Ca
(Cp+Cn)− λ5

8C2
a

√
λ25 + 8Ca(Cp + Cn)

(36)

V. APPLYING THE EXTENDED KALMAN FILTER
FOR LEAK DETECTION

The Extended Kalman Filter (EKF) is used to
estimate pipeline leakage, given a pipeline model
and set of inputs (Head at node 1 and 7). Since the
model equations that represent the conditions in the
pipeline are non-linear, the EKF is implemented.



A. The Filter Model and State Space Representa-
tion

A state space representation of the describing
equations is needed for filter implementation. The
state vector can be described as:

xk =



x1
x2
x3
x4
x5
x6
x7
x8
x9
x10
x11
x12
x13
x14
x15
x16
x17
x18
x19
x20
x21
x22
x23
x24



=



H1,k

H2,k

H3,k

H4,k

H5,k

H6,k

H7,k

Q11,k

Q12,k

Q21,k

Q22,k

Q31,k

Q32,k

Q41,k

Q42,k

Q51,k

Q52,k

Q61,k

Q62,k

QL2,k
QL3,k
QL4,k
QL5,k
QL6,k



(37)

The inputs into the model are the upstream and
downstream head and the valve coefficient.

uk =

u1u2
u3

 =

HR1

HR2

Cv

 (38)

The output equation is given by:

zk =

[
x1,k
x7,k

]
+ vk =

[
1 ...... 0 .... 0
0 ...... 1 .... 0

]
xk + vk

(39)

where vk represents measurement noise. The
upstream and downstream pipeline heads ( HR1

and HR2 ) are taken as inputs. The Head at node 1
and 7 are the measurements taken from the system.

In general, the non-linear stochastic difference
equation, in state space form, is given as:

xk = f(xk−1, uk−1) + wk−1 (40)

The implementation of EKF requires the equa-
tions to be linearized around the current estimate

and can be determined by computing the Jacobian
matrix. The Jacobian matrix is the rate of change
within the state vector, with respect to each state.
The Jacobian is given by equation 41

Jx =
∂f [x]

∂x
|x̂k =


∂f1[x]
∂x1
|x̂1 ∂f1[x]

∂x2
|x̂2 ...

∂f2[x]
∂x1
|x̂1 ∂f2[x]

∂x2
|x̂2 ...

. . .

. . .

. . .


x̂k

(41)

B. Initial Conditions and Covariance

The Initial conditions required for the Extended
Kalman filter to start the estimation process are the
measurement covariance matrices Qk and Rk ,
the initial state estimates x̂−0 and the a priori error
covariance P−

0 . The initial state estimates were
determined from a steady state analysis, assuming
zero leakage in the water distribution line. The
initial value of the a priori error covariance P−

0 is
choosen as, P−

0 = IC , where I is 24x24 identity
matrix and C a constant and here it is 0.1. For this
work the error covariance matrices were set to:

Rk =

[
0.001 0

0 0.001

]
and,

Qk =

0.1 I7 0 0
0 0.01 I12 0
0 0 5e−5 I5


where I7 is a 7x7 identity matrix, I12 is a 12x12

identity matrix, and I5 is a 5x5 identity matrix.
The three different identity matrices are the size of
the head, flow and leakage rate states.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

The state space representation of the leak detec-
tion model was developed in Matlab environment.
The results obtained are as discussed in this sec-
tion.

A. Pressure transients due to valve closure

It can be observed [figure 6] that the closure of
valve results an increase in pressure from the static
steady state pressure head of 30 (m) to a maximum
of 60 (m) (due to water hammer or compressibility
effects). The peak pressure corresponds to near
about full valve closure time of 20s. The pressure
wave there after attenuates to a mean value of
40 (m) due to fluid friction and energy dissipation
in pipe material. However, the energy lost as heat



Fig. 6. Fluid transients developed through valve closure, with
no burst-leakage

dissipation is not modeled. We then compared
our results with the model of Lesyshen [11] for
validation.

Fig. 7. Fluid transients developed through valve closure, with
no burst-leakage: validation

Difference in peak pressure recorded can be
attributed to the nature of modeling for transient
coefficient of discharge (Cd) . We have considered
the variation in hydraulic diameter in the calcula-
tion for Cd , [Equation 19]. Moreover, Lesyshen
[11] has accepted that his model over predicts peak
pressure based on rigid water column theory.

Later we introduced a fictitious leak at a
specified node (node 6) at the 400 th timestep
to employ the additional characteristic equations
discussed in section 5.5., to completely introduce
all the set of equations of leakage in to the model.
The attenuated wave further develops secondary
transients on the event of burst leakage (400 th
timestep). The results of this fictitious burst leakage
is shown in figure 8 ( Head at node 6 represented
in terms of non-dimensionalized pressure values
against non-dimensionalized time). It is clear that
this secondary transients tends to die out faster due
to the pressure being released after a burst leakage.

A fully deterministic model applied among all
the eligible nodes for burst. Later the results were
compared with a simple probabilistic model of
all the nodes eligible for burst. The instantaneous

Fig. 8. Simulation of controlled fictitious burst-leakage at node
6

(a) Head at node 2 (b) Head at node 3

(c) Head at node 4 (d) Head at node 5

(e) Head at node 6

Fig. 9. Pressure transients with out burst recorded at internal
nodes

pipeline burst is characterized by sudden variation
in the recorded pressure values to valve closure
time (both non-dimensionalized) , as clearly evi-
dent in results.

The pressure heads in transient flow simulations
in all the internal nodes recorded over time is as
shown in figure 9. Here the highest peak pressure
are recorded at the downstream nodes since they
are closer to the valve.

Among these nodes, the plausible breakage
nodes were those which recorded pressure heads
greater than 80% yield stress in the determinis-
tic model. Meanwhile, we allowed for failure to
only those nodes with the high probability. It was
assigned based on simple random coin tossing
probability.



(a) Head at node 4

(b) Head at node 5

(c) Head at node 6

Fig. 10. Comparison of transients predicted by the two different
models

A comparison of the transients predicted by the
two models are given in figure 10. It is clear from
the above figures that the two models are in close
agrement both quantitatively and qualitatively in
modeling of burst leakage and transients created.
However, the probabilistic model saves a node
(node 3) among the set of plausible nodes from
burst . In all the above results, we observed that
the burst to happen close to the full valve closure.

Figure below shows the actual amount of leak
rate in the interior nodes. It is clear that nodes
4,5 and 6 burst and the actual amount of leakage
calculated using either models with constant leak
area was asymptotically 0.0063 [ m3/sec ] for each
leaking node.

B. Leak prediction using Extended Kalman Filter
approach

In the EKF approach, pressure head values cal-
culated at nodes 1 and 7 were combined with
white noise (with variance .04) to simulate the
measurements. And it is assumed that there is zero
leakage at the boundary nodes. The results shows
that the pressure heads at nodes 4, 5 and 6 rises and
attains a peak value due to valve closure and then

(a) Leak rate at node 2 (b) Leak rate at node 3

(c) Leak rate at node 4 (d) Leak rate at node 5

(e) Leak rate at node 6

Fig. 11. Leak rate at interior nodes with hydraulic modeling

(a) Leakage rate at node 2 (b) Leakage rate at node 3

(c) Leakage rate at node 4 (d) Leakage rate at node 5

(e) Leakage rate at node 6

Fig. 12. Prediction of Leakage rate at interior nodes on applying
EKF

the transients tend to die out faster and reached a
steady state value.

Using EKF in prediction, the estimated leakages
were found at node 4, 5 and 6. Figure. 12, shows
the predicted leakage for all of time steps at nodes
2, 3, 4, 5 and 6.

The real leakage was positioned at nodes 4, 5
and 6 and the leak rate was aymptotically 0.0062
[ m3/sec ] at node 4 , 0.0063 [ m3/sec ] at node
5 and 0.00635 [ m3/sec ] at node 6. The position
of leakage predicted by system identification in
Kalman filter was also at nodes 4, 5 and 6 and



the predicted value of leak rate over time at node
4 was 0.00622 [ m3/sec ] , at node 5 was 0.0063
[ m3/sec ] and at node 6 was 0.006358 [ m3/sec
] asymptotically. It was found that the predicted
leak rate closely follows the true leak rates
obtained from the fluid dynamic model. Kalman
prediction of leak involved system identification
of the leak nodes as well as estimates of leak
rates. At nodes 2 through 6, if the estimated hoop
stress was greater than 80 % of yield stress, we
assumed the nodes to burst.

VII. CONCLUSION

A model for burst leakage in pipeline was devel-
oped based on Method of Characteristics (MOC).
MOC was found to be robust for different input
criteria we employed for the simulations. On val-
idating our initial results with Lesyshen [11], we
found that the transients developed were greatly
influenced by the nature of equation chosen for
coefficient of discharge (Cd) for flow through con-
trolled restrictions such as valves in the pipeline.
Allowing only selected nodes to leak based on a
simple probabilistic method, we found it performed
only marginally different from a purely determin-
istic model.

On burst, the models predicted secondary tran-
sients which dies out rapidly due to immediate
release in pressure. For both the probabilistic and
deterministic models, the transients due to burst
were observed close to complete closure time of
the valve.

For the failure nodes, the burst leak rate settled
around a constant steady state value of 0.0063
[ m3/s ] (20 s), after an immediate momentary
hike in leak rate. This tendency is also observable
in the numerical scheme with EKF. This steady
state leak rate is the solution for the present
case, since we have not allowed for the crack
area to propagate. If one has to find the actual
leak rate under creep for the pipe material,
additional equations for the variation of λ (leak
area propagation) should also be included in the
model. It may be concluded that the methodology
described was successful in identifying leakage.
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