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Abstract In the present paper a detailed mathematical model is derived for district
heating networks. After semidiscretization of the convective heat equation and intro-
ducing coupling conditions at the nodes of the network one gets a high-dimensional
system of differential-algebraic equations (DAEs). Neglecting temporal changes of
the water velocity in the pipes, the numerical solutions do not change significantly
and the DAEs have index one. Numerical experiments illustrate that the model
describes the real situation very well.
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1 Introduction

The efficient use of energy, particularly renewable energy sources, plays an important
role in today’s discussions. Therefore district heating becomes more important in
energy use, as it is flexible in the supply of different forms of energy.
District heating is a system that transports heat energy via a network of pipelines
from a central power plant to different consumers with different requests. For a long
time, district heating has been considered as a static problem, due to the volatility
and diversity in energies and the different requests of the consumers, this assumption
becomes obsolete. Therefore, it has become more important to simulate the dynamic
processes based on changes in supply/demand of the consumers and energy produc-
tions. This simulation need to be used over large time horizons. The corresponding
mathematical task is challenging. On the one hand, it is important to obtain an accu-
rate modeling that can realistically simulate, on the other hand, the modeling should
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be efficient and implementable for the computer. Therefore, the formulation of a
numerically efficient and stable model is an important building task.
In order to formulate this model, first of all, a suitable mathematical model of the
network is needed, secondly, a system of one-dimensional nonlinear hyperbolic
partial differential equations (PDEs) is needed to model the temperature and velocity
flow in a pipe over time, and lastly, algebraic equations are needed, which ensure
the mass conservation, pressure continuity, mixing temperature at the nodes and
guarantee that the consumers requests are fulfilled. In this work we use a spatial
discretization for the PDEs to get only ordinary differential equations (ODEs) for the
temperature and velocity. With this, we get so-called differential algebraic equations
(DAEs), which are mathematically challenging. DAEs are similar in some aspects to
ODEs, but differ in some aspects, which make it more difficult to solve them.
An important role in the theory is the existence of consistent initial values and also of
(unique) solutions. In this context, an index concept has been introduced. The higher
the index is, the more complex the problem becomes, so it is obvious to try to keep it
as low as possible. In this paper we have made some simplifications in the differential
equations in order to get a problem with a lower index, which nevertheless shows a
certain accuracy compared to the original problem.
The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give a short introduction into
differential algebraic equations, in particular semi-explicit DAEs and review results
for the unique existence for index 1 and index 2 problems. After that we formulate
the mathematical model of the district heating network in Section 3. In Section 4,
numerical results concerning the two different index concepts are compared and
a simulation of a real network is presented. Finally, we draw some conclusions in
Section 5.

2 Differential Algebraic Equation

2.1 Preliminary Notes

In this section, we briefly recall the definition of a DAE and the index concept we
use in this work. Furthermore, we give some solution results for semi-explicit DAEs.
For further details we refer to [7, 14, 19, 21, 24, 25], for instance.

Definition 1. A DAE is an implicit ODE of the form

F
(
t,z(t),z′(t)

)
= 0 (1)

with F : I ×DF → Rn and I ⊂ R an open interval, DF ⊂ Rnz ×Rnz , nz ∈ N.

Let z be a solution to (1) and F continuously differentiable. We suppose that there
exists an ε > 0 such that the Jacobian matrix
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Fz′(s,v,w) =
∂F
∂ z′

(s,v,w) ∈ Rnz×nz

is regular for all (s,v,w) belonging to the neighborhood

U =
{
(s̃, ṽ, w̃) ∈ I ×DF

∣∣∣∃t ∈ I : |s̃− t|+∥ṽ− z(t)∥2 +∥w̃− z′(t)∥2 < ε

}
.

Then we can use the implicit function theorem and rewrite the system as a classical
explicit ODE system.

From now on, we assume that F is differentiable (on an open set containing
I ×DF ). Moreover, the Jacobian matrix Dz′F is continuous on I ×DF and singular
for at least one point (t,z(t),z′(t)) ∈ I ×DF .

Remark 1. In many cases the abstract DAE (1) has the structure

x′(t) = f (t,x(t),y(t)), (2a)
0 = g(t,x(t),y(t)) (2b)

with x(t) ∈ Rnx , y(t) ∈ Rny and functions f : I ×Dx ×Dy → Rnx , g : I ×Dx ×Dy →
Rny with I ⊂ R an open interval and Dx ×Dy ⊂ Rnx ×Rny . Then, we call (2) a
semi-explicit DAE. In the case of semi-explicit DAEs we assume from now on,
that f is continuous and g is continuously differentiable (on an open set containing
I ×Dx ×Dy).
In general DAEs can be classified through different index concepts. One is the
differentiation index, introduced in the following. The different index shows different
properties, like solvability results of a DAE. ♢

Definition 2. Let the DAE F(t,z(t),z′(t)) = 0, t ∈ I, have a locally unique solu-
tion and let the function F be sufficiently often continuously differentiable in a
neighborhood of the solution. To a given m ∈ N and t ∈ I consider the equations

F(t,z(t),z′(t)) = 0,
dF
dt

(t,z(t),z′(t)) = 0, . . . ,
dmF
dtm (t,z(t),z′(t)) = 0. (3)

The smallest natural number m, for that (3) can be written as

z′(t) = φ(t,z(t)) for t ∈ I (4)

is called differentiation index di = m. Equation (4) is called the underlying ODE of
the DAE F(t,z(t),z′(t)) = 0.

Note, that an explicit ODE has differentiation index di = 0, an algebraic equation
F(t,z(t)) = 0 with regular Jacobian matrix Fz(t,z(t)) has differentiation index di= 1.
In the case of semi-explicit DAEs of the form (2), the differentiation index depends on
the function g. Assume that we have a solution (x,y) of a semi-explicit DAE-system
(2). We already have a differential equation for x, therefore we need to calculate a
differential equation for y. In this case, we differentiate g one time with respect to t
and get
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0 = gt(t,x(t),y(t))+gx(t,x(t),y(t))x′(t)+gy(t,x(t),y(t))y′(t)

= gt(t,x(t),y(t))+gx(t,x(t),y(t)) f (t,x(t),y(t))+gy(t,x(t),y(t))y′(t).
(5)

If the matrix

gy(t,x(t),y(t)) ∈ Rny×ny is regular (6)

in a neighborhood of (t,x(t),y(t)) for t ∈ I, (5) is solvable for y′ and we get the
underlying ODE of the DAE

x′(t) = f (t,x(t),y(t))

y′(t) =−gy(t,x(t),y(t))−1(gt(t,x(t),y(t))+gx(t,x(t),y(t)) f (t,x(t),y(t))
)
.

Therefore the semi-explicit DAE has differential index di = 1. We call (6) the index
one-condition.

DAEs with a differential index di = 0 or di = 1 are from a numerical point of
view much easier to handle than DAEs with higher differentiation index di ≥ 2.
Therefore it is common to reduce the index if this is possible. Assume that we have
a semi-explicit DAE in the form of (2). An easy way to reduce the index, is to use
(5) instead of (2b). With this method one loose information and the solution of the
reduced system generally does not correspond with the solution of the original DAE,
therefore one need additional conditions, see Lemma 1.

Another interesting index concept is the perturbation index. The perturbation
index indicates the influence of perturbations and their derivatives on the solution
and therefore addresses the stability of DAEs. For more details, we refer the reader
to [14, Section 1.1.1] and [26, Chapter 7]. In many cases the differentiation index
correspond with the other index concepts.

One big problem with higher index DAEs is to get consistent initial values.
Compared to ODEs not every intitial value is consistent. The following definition is
based on [8, Section 5.3.4] and [9, Section 3.1].

Definition 3. For a general DAE (1) with differentiation index d and for a sufficiently
often continuously differentiable function F , the initial value z0 = z(t0) is said to be
consistent at t0, if the equation

F( j)(t0,z0
0,z

1
0, . . . ,z

j+1
0

)
= 0 for j = 0, . . . ,d −1 (7)

has a solution (z0
0,z

1
0, . . . ,z

j+1
0 )∈Rnz×( j+2), where F(0)(t,z(t),z′(t)) :=F(t,z(t),z′(t))

is set and

F( j)(t,z0, . . . ,z j+1) :=
∂F( j−1)

∂ t
(t,z0,z1, . . . ,z j)+

j

∑
l=0

∂F( j−1)

∂ z(l)
(t,z0, . . . ,z j)zl+1

holds for (t,z0, . . . ,z j+1) ∈ I ×Rnz × . . .×Rnz and j = 0, . . . ,d −1.
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Note that the system of nonlinear equations (7) in general has many solutions
and additional conditions are required to obtain a particular consistent initial value,
which might be relevant for a particular application.

Again, in case of semi-explicit DAEs, it depends on the function g if an initial
value is consistent or not. Assume that we have a solution (x,y) of a semi-explicit
DAE of the form (2).
In case of differentiation index di = 1, the initial value (x0,y0) ∈ Dx ×Dy is said to
be consistent at t0 ∈ I, if

g(t0,x0,y0) = 0 holds.

Therefore, we define for given t ∈ I

M0(t) :=
{
(x,y) ∈ Dx ×Dy

∣∣g(t,x,y) = 0
}

the set of all consistent initial values for semi-explicit DAEs with differentiation
index di = 1 at the starting time t.

In case of differentiation index di = 2, the initial value (x0,y0) ∈ Dx ×Dy is said
to be consistent at t0 ∈ I, if

g(t0,x0,y0) = 0

holds and additionally

∂tg(t0,x0,y0)+∂xg(t0,x0,y0) f (t0,x0,y0)+∂yg(t0,x0,y0)w0 = 0,

introduced by (5), has a solution w0 ∈ Rny . Again, we define the set of all consistent
initial values

M1(t) :=
{
(x,y) ∈ Dx ×Dy

∣∣g(t,x,y) = 0, ∃w ∈ Rny with

∂tg(t,x,y)+∂xg(t,x,y) f (t,x,y)+∂yg(t,x,y)w = 0
}

for t ∈ I for semi-explicit DAEs with differentiation index di = 2 at the time t.

2.2 Solvability Results

In the following we only work with semi-explicit DAEs and give some solvability
results for index-1 and index-2 semi-explicit DAEs. The following Section is oriented
on [25]. For this section we make use of the following hypothesis.
Assumption (A1) The function f is a continuous function and at least uniformly
Lipschitz-continuous in (x,y) and g is differentiable with a uniformly Lipschitz-
continuous derivative on an open subset I ×D1 ×D2 ⊂ I ×Dx ×Dy.

Theorem 1. Let the semi-explicit DAE (2) have differentiation index di = 1 on I ×
D1 ×D2. Then for t0 ∈ I and (x0,y0) ∈ M0(t0)∩ (D1 ×D2) there exists a locally
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unique solution x : Ĩ → Rnx , y : Ĩ → Rny in C1 with t0 ∈ Ĩ ⊂ I an open interval and
x(t0) = x0 and y(t0) = y0.

Proof. Assume that we have (x0,y0) ∈ M0(t0)∩D1 ×D2 for t0 ∈ I given, then we
already have consistent initial values. Due to the fact that the semi-explicit DAE
has differentiation index di = 1, the partial derivative gy(t0,x0,y0) has to be regular.
The implicit function theorem implies, that there exists an open set U ⊂ I ×Rnx

containing (t0,x0) and an unique coninuously differentiable function y : U → Rny

with y(t0,x0) = y0 and g(t,x,y(t,x)) = 0 for all (t,x) ∈ U . The Picard-Lindelöf
theorem implies that there exists Ĩ ⊂ I an open interval with t0 ∈ Ĩ and a local unique
solution x of the initial value problem

x′(t) = f (t,x(t),y(t,x(t))) for t ∈ Ĩ, x(t0) = x0.

With this, (x,y) solves the semi-explicit DAE for the initial value (x(t0,y(t0)) =
(x0,y0). □

Lemma 1. Suppose that a semi-explicit DAE of the form (2) has differentiation index
di = 1 or di = 2 on I ×D1 ×D2. Then the reduced problem

x′(t) = f (t,x(t),y(t)) (8a)
0 = ∂tg(t,x(t),y(t))+∂xg(t,x(t),y(t)) f (t,x(t),y(t)) (8b)

+∂yg(t,x(t),y(t))y′(t)

has differentiation index dired = di−1.
Assume that there are given consistent initial values (t0,x0,y0) ∈ I×D1 ×D2 for the
reduced problem (8) fulfilling

g(t0,x(t0),y(t0)) = 0. (9)

Then the solution of the reduced problem (8) for these initial values and the solution
of the original problem of the form (2) are the same.

Proof. It follows directly from the definition of the differentiation index that the
reduced DAE (8) has differentiation index dired = di−1. To show the equivalence
of the solutions, first, every solution of the original DAE remains a solution of the
reduced DAE. Conversely, for α(t) := g(t,x(t),y(t)) we have

α
′(t) = ∂tg(t,x(t),y(t))+∂xg(t,x(t),y(t)) f (t,x(t),y(t))+∂yg(t,x(t),y(t))y′(t)

= 0

and (9) implies that α(t0) = 0. Therefore, α vanishes identically and the result
follows. □

The following Theorem is motivated by [25, Theorem 1.3.3]

Theorem 2. Suppose that a semi-explicit DAE as (2) has differentiation index di = 2
on I ×D1 ×D2. Moreover, it holds
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ker∂yg(t,x,y) does not depend on (t,x,y) ∈ I ×D1 ×D2. (A2)

Then for (x0,y0)∈M1(t0)∩D1×D2 with t0 ∈ I there exists a locally unique solution
x : Ĩ → D1, y : Ĩ → D2 in C1 with t0 ∈ Ĩ ⊂ I an open interval and (x(t0),y(t0)) =
(x0,y0).

Proof. Assume that (x0,y0) ∈ M1(t0)∩D1 ×D2 for t0 ∈ I is given. Then we already
have consistent initial values. The definition of M1(t0) implies that we can choose
w0 ∈ Rny with

∂tg(t0,x0,y0)+∂xg(t0,x0,y0) f (t0,x0,y0)+∂yg(t0,x0,y0)w0 = 0.

Due to Lemma 1 and the definition of M1(t0) we can use the reduced problem of the
form (8) instead of the original problem to proof the assertion. We consider

x′(t) = f (t,x(t),y(t)) (10a)
0 = ∂tg(t,x(t),y(t))+∂xg(t,x(t),y(t)) f (t,x(t),y(t)) (10b)

+∂yg(t,x(t),y(t))y′(t),

x(t0) = x0, y(t0) = y0 (10c)

with t ∈ I. Lemma 1 implies that the reduced problem (10) has differentiation index
dired = 1. Therefore ∂yg(t,x,y) is singular. Due to (A2) we can define the projector Q
onto ker∂yg(t,x,y) and P := 1−Q. Then for the projections we have the following
equalities:

Q2 = Q (11)
QP = 0 (12)

∂yg(t,x,y)P = ∂yg(t,x,y) (13)
∂yg(t,x,y)Q = 0 (14)

for all (t,x,y) ∈ I ×D1 ×D2. Consider y ∈ D2, w ∈ Rny and define the variables

u = Py

v := Pw+Qy

we call u the regular variable and v the singular variable. We set u0 := Py0 and
v0 := Pw0 +Qy0. With (11) and (12) it follows

y = Py+Qy = Py+QPw+QQy = u+Qv.

Due to (13) and (14) we can rewrite (10b)
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∂tg(t,x,y)+∂xg(t,x,y) f (t,x,y)+∂yg(t,x,y)w

= h(t,x,y)+∂yg(t,x,y)w

= h(t,x,u+Qv)+∂yg(t,x,u+Qv)Pw

= h(t,x,u+Qv)+∂yg(t,x,u+Qv)Pw+∂yg(t,x,u+Qv)Qy

= h(t,x,u+Qv)+∂yg(t,x,u+Qv)v

with the function h : I ×D1 ×D2 → Rny given through

h(t,x,y) := ∂tg(t,x,y)+∂xg(t,x,y) f (t,x,y).

We define the reduced function g̃ : I ×D1 ×D2 ×Rny → Rny through

g̃(t,x,u,v) := h(t,x,u+Qv)+∂yg(t,x,u+Qv)v.

For the partial derivative of g̃ it holds

∂vg̃(t,x,u,v)

= ∂vh(t,x,u+Qv)+∂v(∂yg(t,x,u+Qv))v+∂yg(t,x,u+Qv)

= ∂y (∂tg(t,x,u+Qv)+∂xg(t,x,u+Qv) f (t,x,u+Qv))Q

+∂
2
y g(t,x,u+Qv)Qv+∂yg(t,x,u+Qv)

Because the original DAE has differentiation index di = 2 it follows that for u0, v0 ∈
Rny chosen as before we have

∂vg̃(t0,x0,u0,v0) is regular.

In particular with (11), (12) and the definition of u0, v0, it follows

g̃(t0,x0,u0,v0)

= h(t0,x0,Py0 +Q(Pw0 +Qy0))+∂yg(t0,x0,Py0 +Q(Pw0 +Qy0))(Pw0 +Qy0)

= h(t0,x0,Py0 +Qy0)+∂yg(t0,x0,Py0 +Qy0)w0

= ∂tg(t0,x0,y0)+∂xg(t0,x0,y0) f (t0,x0,y0)+∂yg(t0,x0,y0)w0 = 0.

Due to the implicit function theorem there exists a neighbourhood U of (t0,x0,u0)
and an unique coninuously differentiable function v : U →Rny with v(t0,x0,u0) = v0
and g̃(t,x,u,v(t,x,u)) = 0 for all (t,x,u) ∈U .
Let x, u be the locally unique solution of the coupled initial value problems

x′(t) = f (t,x(t),u(t)+Qv(t,x(t),u(t))), (15a)
u′(t) = Pv(t,x(t),u(t)), (15b)
x(t0) = x0 (15c)
u(t0) = Py0 (15d)

with t ∈ Ĩ ⊂ I an open interval with t0 ∈ Ĩ.
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We set y(t) := u(t)+Qv(t,x(t),u(t)), it remains to show, that (x,y) is a solution
to the reduced DAE (10). Therefore we first prove, that it holds Qu(t) = 0 for all
t ∈ Ĩ. Multiply (15b) and (15d) by Q implies

(Qu)′(t) = Qu′(t) = QPv(t,x(t),u(t)) = 0, (16a)
Qu(t0) = QPy0 = 0. (16b)

Then for α(t) = Qu(t) it follows α ′(t) = 0 and α(t0) = 0, which implies α(t) = 0
for all t ∈ Ĩ and Qu(t) = 0. Especially we have Pu(t) = u(t) for all t ∈ Ĩ. For x and y
with (12), (13) and (15b) it follows

x′(t) = f (t,x(t),y(t)),

0 = g̃(t,x(t),u(t),v(t,x(t),u(t)))

= h(t,x(t),y(t))+∂yg(t,x(t),y(t))v(t,x(t),u(t))

= h(t,x(t),y(t))+∂yg(t,x(t),y(t))Pv(t,x(t),u(t))

= h(t,x(t),y(t))+∂yg(t,x(t),y(t))u′(t)

= h(t,x(t),y(t))+∂yg(t,x(t),y(t))(Pu′(t)+0)
= h(t,x(t),y(t))+∂yg(t,x(t),y(t))(Pu′(t)+PQ∂tv(t,x(t),u(t))

= h(t,x(t),y(t))+∂yg(t,x(t),y(t))Py′(t)

= h(t,x(t),y(t))+∂yg(t,x(t),y(t))y′(t)

= ∂tg(t,x(t),y(t))+∂xg(t,x(t),y(t)) f (t,x(t),y(t))+∂yg(t,x(t),y(t))y′(t).

and

x(t0) = x0, y(t0) = u(t0)+Qv(t0,x(t0),u(t0)) = u0 +Qv0 = Py0 +Q(Pw0 +Qy0) = Py0 +Qy0 = y0.

Therefore we have a locally unique solution of the reduced problem for the given
initial values and the claim follows. □

3 Mathematical Representation of District Heating Networks

In the following we give a short description of the modeling of a district heating
network. For more details we refer the reader to [6, 17, 18], for instance. The goal
is to put the representation of a district heating network into a differential algebraic
system of equations in a semi-explicit form like (2). For the modeling of the network
we refer to [15, 22] for a graph theoretical background we refer the reader to [4, 11].
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3.1 Modeling of district heating networks

3.1.1 A single pipe

A network of a district heating system is composed by several different components.
First we describe the mathematical model of the flow in a single pipe. These can
be joined to build a network and connected to households via suitable coupling
conditions. We follow [6] and consider the following three equations

∂tρ +∂xq = 0 (17a)

∂tq+∂x

(
q2

ρ
+ p

)
=− λ

2d
q|q|
ρ

−g(∂xh)ρ (17b)

∂t(cpρT )+∂x(qcpT ) =−4k
d
(T −Text) (17c)

which describe the conservation of mass, the balance of momentum and energy,
respectively. Here ρ denotes the density of the water, q = ρv, where v is velocity, p
is the pressure and T is the temperature of the fluid. The parameter λ is a friction
coefficient for the Darcy-Weisbach friction formula and d the diameter of the pipe.
The parameter cp is the specific heat capacity of the water. The term g(∂xh) takes
the vertical displacement h into account, where g is the gravitational acceleration. In
a pipe with length L and height difference ∆h it holds ∂xh = ∆h

L . Therefore we set
g(∂xh) = g∆h/L where g ≈ 9.80665ms−2 is the gravitational acceleration and L the
length of the pipe. The right-hand side in equation (17c) models the cooling related to
the outer temperature Text with the thermal transmittance k. As the water in the pipes
is almost incompressible and the temperature difference is not that big we assume
that the density ρ is constant so that we have ∂tρ = 0. Inserting this assumption in
equation (17a) it follows

∂xv = 0. (18)

Using ∂tρ = 0 and inserting (18) in (17c) we obtain

cpρ∂tT + cpρv∂xT =−4k
d
(T −Text).

The fact that v is constant in space transforms equation (17b) to the incompressible
Euler equation

ρ∂tv+∂x p =− λ

2d
v|v|ρ −g(∂xh)ρ. (19)

In the next step we integrate (19) over the length of the pipe [0,L] and get
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∂tv
∫ L

0
ρ dx+

∫ L

0
∂x pdx =− λ

2d
v|v|

∫ L

0
ρ dx−g(∂xh)

∫ L

0
ρ dx,

ρ∂tv+
p(t,L)− p(t,0)

L
=− λ

2d
v|v|ρ −g(∂xh)ρ.

Moreover, we assume that the sign of the velocity is always positive. Therefore, we
can simplify v|v| to v2. In summary, we get for a single pipe the two equations

∂tT (t,x)+ v(t)∂xT (t,x) =− 4k
cpdρ

(T (t,x)−Text), (20a)

ρ∂tv(t)+
p(t,L)− p(t,0)

L
=− λ

2d
v(t)2

ρ −g(∂xh)ρ. (20b)

At the moment the transport equation is a partial differential equation, which leads to
a system of partial differential algebraic equations (PDAEs), we are only working
with DAEs at the moment, therefore we apply a spatial discretization (implicit Euler)
by the methods of lines for the transport equation (20a) and get

∂tTj(t)+
v(t)
∆x

(Tj(t)−Tj−1(t)) =− 4k
cpdρ

(Tj(t)−Text) for j = 2, ...,n1. (21)

For a list of all parameters and variables of the model see Table 1. The friction factor
λ for a turbulent flow is modeled by the flow-independent law of Nikuradse (see e.g.,
[13]), i.e.,

λ =

(
2log10

(
d

krough

)
+1.138

)−2

,

where krough is the roughness of the inner pipe wall. Notice, in a single pipe the
system composed by (20) has to be supplemented with boundary conditions and
initial datum. A common choice for v > 0 is to provide p and T at the left (the power
plant), and specify the demanded flow q at the right end (consumer site). For a pipe
in a network these boundary conditions are replaced by coupling conditions in the
junctions.

3.1.2 Network

In a district heating network the hot water is distributed to households via a system
of pipes. A network of the same structure transports the colder water back to the
power plant.
Such networks can be modeled by prescribing suitable coupling conditions at the
junctions additional to above equations on the edges (compare to Fig 1). In both
networks we consider the following coupling conditions in every interior node j:
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Table 1: Variables (top) and parameters (bottom) of the district heating network
model.

Symbol Explanation Unit Example

v(t) Flow velocity m s−1 –
p(t,0), p(t,L) Pressure at the left, right end of a pipe Pa=kg m−1s−2 5 ·105,2 ·105

T (t,x) Water temperature in a pipe C –
q(t) Mass flow in a pipe, q(t) = ρv(t) kg m−2s−1 –
Tin(t) Temperature of hot water entering the network C –
pin(t) Pressure of the entering hot water Pa=kg m−1s−2 –

ρ Density of the water kg m−3 960
t Time coordinate; t ∈ T s –
T Time horizon; T = [t0, t f ] – [0,4000]
x Spatial coordinate in a pipe m –
L Length of a pipe m 300
∆h Height difference in a pipe m –
d Diameter of a pipe m 0.1
A Cross-sectional area of a pipe; A = π( d

2 )
2 m2 7.85 ·10−3

λ Friction factor of a pipe 1 0.00251
Qk(t) Power consumption of a consumer W 1 ·106

krough Roghness of the inner wall of a pipe a m 0.00026
k Heat transfer coefficient of the wall of a pipe W m −2 C −1 0.1
Tout Consumers’ outlet water temperature C 60
Text Surrounding temperature C 20
cp Specific heat capacity of water J kg−1C−1 4160
g(∂xb) Gravitational acceleration = g · ∆h

L m s−2 9.80665

1 2

3

4

Fig. 1: Illustration of a junction.

∑
ei∈σ j

Aiqi = ∑
i∈Σ j

Aiqi, (22a)

∑
ei∈σ j

cpAiqiTi(t,Li) = ∑
i∈Σ j

cpAiqiTi(t,0), (22b)

pi(t,Li) = pl(t,0) for all i ∈ σ j, l ∈ Σ j, (22c)
Ti(t,0) = Tl(t,0) for i, l ∈ Σ , i ̸= l, (22d)

where σ j is the set of all pipes incoming pipe j and Σ j is the set of all pipes leaving
pipe j. The junction (Fig 1 at 2) is assumed to connect |σ j|+ |Σ j| pipes and Ai
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denotes the cross section of the ith pipe. Equation (22a) states the conservation of
mass and (22b) the conservation of energy. The continuity of the pressure (22c) is a
widely used condition, see e.g. [3, 10, 12]. Additionally we assume a perfect mixing
of flows at the junction, which means that we assume the same temperature in all
outgoing pipes, (22d).

An additional important component in a district heating network are the consumers.
Each consumer is demanding a certain amount of thermal power Qk(t). Further the
outgoing temperature Tout is assumed to be a fixed value and no mass is lost. This
leads to the following equations:

qin = qout , (23a)
Qk(t) = cpAqin(Tin −Tout), (23b)

where Tin is the temperature of the flow arriving at the household. These relations
of the three quantities qin, qout and Tin are connecting the supplying network with
the one for the return flow. Finally we need to introduce the power plant. We will
assume that for the simulation a given temperature field will enter the network from
the power plant and a pressure field will leave the network to the power plant.

pN(t,LN) = pin(t), (24a)
T1(t,0) = Tin(t) (24b)

for some functions pin and Tin.

3.2 Graph theoretical modeling

The abstract network is described by a directed graph

G = (N ,E ). (25)

Here N denotes the set of nodes, which consist of the set of supply nodes Ns,
demand nodes Nd and interior nodes N0 of the network. Here, the supply nodes
represent the set of nodes in the network, where water is injected into the network.
The demand nodes form a set of nodes, where the water is extracted from the network
and interior nodes are the rest. Sometimes interior nodes are called junction nodes.
We assume from now on that demand nodes and supply nodes are the only boundary
nodes. That means they are only connected to one pipe. If supply or demand nodes
exist that are connected to more than one pipe, we add a short pipe to that node and
declare the new node as the demand or the supply node and the old one becomes an
interior node. This short pipe is sometimes called pseudo or virtual pipe. We consider
only networks with a tree configuration and with a single power plant, compare e.g.
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[5]. In this case, the flow direction is a-priori defined as the water flows from the
power plant to the consumers and there are no loops in the system.

Definition 4. The nodes of a graph G , which connected at least two pipes, are called
junction nodes.

Definition 5. A polytree is a directed acyclic graph whose underlying undirected
graph is a tree.

Let ns be the number of supply nodes, nd is the number of demand nodes, n junc is the
number of interior nodes and N := ns +nd +n junc is the number of all nodes. The set
E ⊂ N ×N contains the pipes of the network in the sense, that e = (v1,v2) ∈ E
describes the pipe between node v1 and v2 with the water direction from v1 to v2.
A pipe attached to a supply node is called a supply pipe, while a pipe attached to a
demand pipe is called a demand pipe. A supply pipe is directed away from the supply
node and a demand pipe is directed towards the demand node. We assume that N is
the number of pipes. To model the network with consumers and a power plant, we
assume that a consumer or a power plant is a ”break” in the network in the sense,
that a consumer or a power plant is localized between a demand and supply node.
For every supply node the temperature during the process is known.
To work with the graph, we number the pipes and the nodes. This numberation
implies an order in the network. Of course, there is more than one possiblity, to
specify the order we use the following lemma.

Lemma 2. Given a directed acyclic graph with no loops, we can order the pipes
in such a way that at every node all incoming pipes have a lower order as all the
outgoing pipes, or it does not have an incoming pipe. We call this ordering direction
following ordering.

Proof. We skip a detailed description of the proof here and refer the reader to [22,
Section 4.2]. □

We assume that we have nc ∈ N consumers in the network. From now, the first
ns −nc supply nodes are incoming nodes after a power plant. Also the last nd −nc
demand nodes are outgoing nodes before a power plant. We also assume that the
last nd − nc pipes are demand pipes before a power plant. Note that the direction
following ordering is not unique. Since we assume that we only have one power plant
in the system it holds ns −nc = nd −nc = 1.
The incidence matrix shows the relationship between the nodes N and pipes E . The
matrix has one column for each pipe ei ∈ E and one row for each node n j ∈ N .

Definition 6. The incidence matrix of a directed graph G = (N ,E ) is a N ×N
matrix I such that

I j,i :=


1 if pipe ei leaves node n j

−1 if pipe ei enters node n j

0 otherwise
.
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To describe the consumers in the network we define so called consumer matrices C 1

and C 2 with

C 1
k,i =

{
1 if consumer k is localized after pipe ei

0 otherwise

and

C 2
k,i =

{
1 if consumer k is localized before pipe ei

0 otherwise
.

Here and in what follows we set

x(t) =
(

x1(t)
x2(t)

)
, x2(t) =

v1(t)
...

vN(t)

 ∈ RN ,

x1(t) =



T1,2(t)
...

T1,n1(t)
...

TN,2(t)
...

TN,nN (t)


∈ Rñ, y(t) =



T1,1(t)
...

TN,1(t)
p1(t,0)
p1(t,L1)

...
pN(t,LN)


∈ R3N

with n = ∑
N
i=1 ni, ñ = n−N. Now a semi-discrete version of the network model

discribed by (20b), (21), (22), (23) and (24) is given by the following semi-explicit
DAE

ẋ1(t) = f1(t,x1(t),x2(t),y(t))

ẋ2(t) = f2(t,x1(t),x2(t),y(t))

0 = g1(t,x1(t),x2(t),y(t))

0 = g2(t,x1(t),x2(t))

(26)

where f1 : R×Rnx1 ×Rnx2 ×Rny → ×Rnx1 , f2 : R×Rnx1 ×Rnx2 ×Rny → ×Rnx2 ,
g1 : R×Rnx ×Rny → Rny1 and g2 : R×Rnx → Rny2 . Note, that nx1 +nx2 = nx and
that nx1 = ñ, nx2 = N. For a detailed description of f1, f2, g1 and g2 see Appendix A.

Lemma 3. Assume that district heating is modeled by a polytree G and every demand
node is a outgoing node localized in front of a consumer or a power plant. For all
consumers it holds that

Qk(t)> 0 for all t ∈ I, k=1,. . . , nc. (27)
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Then the semi-explicit DAE (26) has differentiation index 2 and it holds v(t)> 0 for
all t ∈ I in every pipe.

Proof. The consumer demand equation (23b), assumption (27) and the fact that every
demand node is localized in front of a consumer imply for physical reasons that the
velocity v(t) in every demand pipe is strictly positive for all t ∈ I. Due to the tree
structure, the velocity v(t) in every pipe need to be strictly positive for all t ∈ I.
Similar calculations like in (5) show that the equations in g1 have differentiation
index 1. For g2 we use the same argument two times to show that the equations have
differentiation index 2. □

To reduce the index, one can use the method discribed in Section 2.1. Another way
occurs, if we neglect the term v̇ in the modified incompressible Euler equation (20b).
This implies the new semi-explicit DAE

x′1(t) = f1(t,x1(t),x2(t),y(t))

0 = f2(t,x1(t),x2(t),y(t))

0 = g1(t,x1(t),x2(t),y(t))

0 = g2(t,x1(t),x2(t)),

(28)

Since we work with water in the district heating network, the pressure differences
in the pipes and the velocity changes are restricted through the natural behavior of
water. Therefore the assumption |v̇| ≈ 0 does not produce a significant error in the
solution of the original DAE (26) and the new semi-explicit DAE (28).

Lemma 4. Assume that a district heating is modeled with a polytree G and every
demand node is a outgoing node localized in front of a consumer or a power plant
and for all consumers it holds that

Qk(t)> 0 for all t ∈ I and k = 1, . . . ,nc.

Then the semi-explicit DAE (28) has differentiation index 1 and it holds v(t)> 0 for
all t ∈ I in every pipe.

Proof. The proof utilizes the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 3. □

Definition 7. We call the semi-explicit DAE (26) full problem or index 2 problem
and the semi-explicit DAE (28) reduced prolbem or index 1 problem.

3.3 Examples

For the numerical tests we introduce one example with two consumers. In figure
2a the network model for the example with two consumers is shown and figure 2b
shows the direction following ordering for the network.
The incidence matrix for the example has the following structure:
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(a) Network modeling

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1
4

5

2
3

6

(b) Direction following ordering

Fig. 2: Example of a network with two consumers

I =



1 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0
−1 0 0 1 1 0
0 −1 −1 0 0 1
0 0 0 −1 0 0
0 0 0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 0 0 −1


.

The consumer matrices are

C 1 =

(
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0

)
and C 2 =

(
0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0

)
.

It holds N = 6, N = 8, ns = 3, nd = 3, n junc = 2, nc = 2.

4 Numerical Experiments

In this section we present our numerical experiments. Here and in the following we
will use IDA from SUNDIALS (see: [16]) as DAE solver. IDA is implemented for
python in e.g. the scikit package odes, see [20] and assimulo, see [2].

In the following examples it is necessary to calculate consistent initial values (see
Definition 3). For this we solve a constrained least-squares problem compare e.g. [9].
More precisely, let z0 = (ẋ0,x0,y0) be the initial value we are looking for. Then we
solve

min
1
2
∥z− z0∥2

2
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for a fixed z which is close to the searched initial value, subject to the constraints

0 =

x′0 − f (t0,x0,y0)
g1(t0,x0,y0)
g2(t0,x0,y0)


and in the index 2 case we need in addition the hidden constraint

0 =
d
dt

g2(t0,x0,y0).

This problem is then finally solved with a trust-region SQP procedure.

4.1 Compare different spatial discretization

Before we start some numerical experiments we want to validate our implementation
for a special case, where we know the analytic solution. We will have a look on the
behavior for different spatial discretizations as discussed later in Remark 2. Also we
will compare the behavior of the full and the reduced problem, compare Lemma 3.
In both cases we compare different spatial discretizations, namely a first-, second-
and third-order discretization, see Appendix A. We will use the network from the
example in Section 3.3, see Figure 2. In both cases we use the parameters

k =−1, cp = 2, d = 1, ρ = 2,
Text = 0, λ = 2, L = 1, g(∂xh) = 1,

the consumer demands

Q1(t) =
1
3
(2exp(

3
2
)−1)π exp(1+ t),

Q2(t) =
1
6
(2exp(3)−1)π exp(1+ t)

and for the velocities and the temperatures the functions
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v1(t) =
1

2− t
, T1(t,x) = exp(t + x)(2− t),

v2(t) =
2

6−3t
, T2(t,x) =

1
2

exp(1+ t +
3
2

x)(2− t),

v3(t) =
1

6−3t
, T3(t,x) =

1
2

exp(1+ t +3x)(2− t),

v4(t) =
2

6−3t
, T4(t,x) = exp(1+ t +

3
2

x)(2− t),

v5(t) =
1

6−3t
, T5(t,x) = exp(1+ t +3x)(2− t),

v6(t) =
1

2− t
, T6(t,x) =

1
6
(2+ exp(

3
2
))exp(

5
2
+ t + x)(2− t)+5.

In the index 1 case, where we neglect the term v̇, we set for the pressures

p1(t,0) =
3

(t −2)2 +2, p4(t,0) =
1

(t −2)2 ,

p1(t,L) =
1

(t −2)2 , p4(t,L) =
1

9(t −2)2 −2,

p2(t,0) =
44

9(t −2)2 +4, p5(t,0) =
1

(t −2)2 ,

p2(t,L) =
4

(t −2)2 +2, p5(t,L) =
7

9(t −2)2 −2,

p3(t,0) =
38

9(t −2)2 +4, p6(t,0) =
4

(t −2)2 +2,

p3(t,L) =
4

(t −2)2 +2, p6(t,L) =
2

(t −2)2

and in the index 2 case, where we do not neglect the term v̇, we set

p1(t,0) =
5

(t −2)2 +2, p4(t,0) =
1

(t −2)2 ,

p1(t,L) =
1

(t −2)2 , p4(t,L) =− 11
9(t −2)2 −2,

p2(t,0) =
74

9(t −2)2 +4, p5(t,0) =
1

(t −2)2 ,

p2(t,L) =
6

(t −2)2 +2, p5(t,L) =
1

9(t −2)2 −2,

p3(t,0) =
62

9(t −2)2 +4, p6(t,0) =
6

(t −2)2 +2,

p3(t,L) =
6

(t −2)2 +2, p6(t,L) =
2

(t −2)2 .

It is easy to verify that these parameters and equations satisfy the DAE (26) with
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Fig. 3: Error behavior for different spatial discretization and the corresponding CPU
time in the index 1 case.

the underlying differential equations (20), the coupling conditions (22) and the other
algebraic equations (23). After some resorting we assume that z = (z1,z2)

⊤, where

z1 =

T1
...

TN

 , z2 =



v1
...

vN
p1,0

...
pN,N


.

The time horizon is given by [t0, t f ] with t0 = 0 and t f = 1 and the discretization is
given by

0 = t0 < t1 < · · ·< tnt = tn f = 1.
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With znum we denote the numerical solution and with zana the analytic solution. Then
we can compare the error behavior with the discrete absolute, the discrete L2 and the
discrete L∞ error with the expressions

• Discrete L1-error:

∥zana − zdis∥abs

= ∆ t∆x
Nt

∑
i=0

Nx

∑
j=0

|z1,ana(ti,x j)− z1,num(ti,x j)|+∆ t
Nt

∑
i=0

|z2,ana(ti)− z2,num(ti)|.

• Discrete L2-error:

∥zana − zdis∥L2

=

(
∆ t

Nt

∑
i=0

(
∆x

Nx

∑
j=0

|z1,ana(ti,x j)− z1,num(ti,x j)|2 + |z2,ana(ti)− z2,num(ti)|2
))1/2

.

• Discrete L∞-error:

∥zana − zdis∥L∞

= max
i=0,...,Nt

{
max

j=0,...,Nx
∆ t∆x|z1,ana(ti,x j)− z1,num(ti,x j)|,∆ t|z2,ana(ti)− z1,num(ti)|

}
.

In Figure 3 we see the numerical behavior for the reduced model. The expected order
is clearly visible in all three cases. The jumps in the second and third order cases are
interesting. Here, a numerical artifact seems to have crept in. Also of particular note
is the fact that the computation time for the order two case is significantly higher
than in the order 3 case.

The full model is shown in Figure 4. Here the expected order is clearly visible
in each case, too. It is interesting that the most accurate method (third order) stag-
nates at an error of about ≈ 10−5 (or ≈ 10−4 in the L2 case) and does not improve.
The numerical artifact is not seen here. As in the index 1 case, the order 2 method
takes more time than the order 3 method although it is less accurate.

In summary, neither the index 1 nor the index 2 case is significantly better than
the other. The numerical artifact is comparatively insignificant and the computation
times do not give each other anything at almost the same accuracy. What can be
stated in any case is the fact that it is not worthwhile to simulate with the order 2
method, since the third order method is both more exact and faster (in the sense of
CPU time).
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Fig. 4: Error behavior for different spatial discretization and the corresponding CPU
time in the index 2 case.

4.2 Simulation in a small network

In this section, we will use realistic data to simulate a small network. This can be
considered as an academic example. The network is shown in Figure 5a and we will
simulate it with 24 hours e.g. the time horizon is given by

T = [0,86400].

In Figure 5a you can see a numbering of the pipes, nodes and consumers. The red
lines and the red circles represent the forward flow in the pipes and nodes, the blue
ones the return flow back to the depot. We use for all pipes the parameters

k = 0.31, cp = 4160, d = 0.1071, ρ = 960,
Text = 20, krough = 0.0001, L = 100, ∆h = 0.

The consumption of the consumers can be seen in Figure 5b. This reflects the
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(a) Network with five consumer, 20 pipes and 22 nodes.
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(b) Different consumer demands in the network.
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Fig. 5: Some of the input data for the network.

consumption for one day. Over these 24 hours we add tempered water to the network
as shown in Figure 5c, starting with 120◦C hot water and ending with 80◦C. In the
return flow we assume that the water has always 60◦C. In addition, we set the inlet
pressure to 8 bar and the pressure arriving at the power plant to 2 bar. Each pipe is
discretized into 100 segments. Based on the results in Section 4.1, we will use the
third order discretization here.

The differences in the results for the index 1 and index 2 cases are marginal and
therefore not discussed further here. Only the CPU time of the index 1 case is a
few seconds faster, which is hardly significant in a total time of over two minutes.
Therefore, we will now only consider the solutions in the index 2 case.
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Fig. 6: Some of the simulation results.

Since the interesting points in a network are essentially the consumers, we take
a closer look at them here. In the Figures 6a, 6b and 6c we see with which speed the
water arrives at the consumers and with which temperature. Furthermore we see how
well the consumer demand equation is fulfilled. A particularly interesting observation
is that the velocities essentially follow the consumption, compare Figure 5b and
Figure 6a. But with the velocities one see additionally small bumps which show
additionally the sinking temperature and thus the smaller becoming energy. With
higher velocities, this loss of energy must be compensated for so that the consumers
are sufficiently supplied. We can make similar statements about the temperature
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in the network. With a slight delay, essentially the same temperature arrives at the
consumers that was previously pumped into the network at the depot. We can also
see slight dents here, which is also due to the changing temperature. All in all, it can
be stated that in this small example, with data that is realistic for this size, we get
results from the simulation process which are expected.

4.3 Simulation part of a real network

In this last example, we simulate a part of a real network. The data is provided by our
project partners (Rechenzentrum für Versorgungsnetze Wehr GmbH1). The layout of
the network can be seen in Figure 7. The network consists of a total of 193 nodes

Fig. 7: Part of a real network.

and 51 consumers. Of the 190 pipes, with a total length of 7988 meters, 95 each of
the pipes are inflow and return. The total consumption of all consumers for one week
can be seen in Figure 8a. The following operating case is simulated. We assume that
the depot pumps 100◦C hot water with 6.8 bar into the network. The return flow is
70◦C and arrives at the depot with 1.2 bar. Since the pipes are buried in the ground,
we assume a constant ambient temperature of 6◦C.

We use a coarse space discretization and the pipes are discretized differently. If a
pipe is less than 40 meters long, it is discretized into 5 sections and all pipes longer
than 40 meters are discretized into 20 sections.

1 See https://www.rzvn.de

https://www.rzvn.de
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As a result, the IDA solver must solve a nonlinear system with almost 3000 un-
knowns at each time step. The solver uses an automatic step size control and we
use as relative tolerance 10−4 and as absolute tolerance 10−6. We compare some
results for the index 1 and index 2 case. For this we use the same initial value. Note
that a consistent initial value for the index 2 case is also consistent for the index 1
case. Therefore, we calculate it as described above for the index 2 case and use it
for both cases. This calculation takes about 13 seconds. For the simulation in the
reduced index 1 case the solver needs about 28 seconds, for the index 2 case about
69 seconds.

An interesting point in such a network are consumers far away from the depot.
Here we consider the customers A, B, C and D see Figure 7. How well the consump-
tion equation is fulfilled in each case can be seen in Figures 8b and 8c. Here a clear
difference between the index 1 and index 2 case can be seen. Although we use the
same initial value and the same tolerances for the solver, in the index 1 case the
equations are clearly worse fulfilled.
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(b) Different velocities at con-
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Figure 9a shows the temperatures that arrive at the respective consumers. These are
close to the 100◦C that is pumped into the grid. It is easy to see that there is hardly
any heat loss. The different deflections caused by the consumers can also be seen
very clearly. In the times in which the consumers consume little, the temperature
also goes down somewhat and vice versa. This is related to the flow velocity. If the
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consumers do not pull much, the velocity is reduced; this can also be seen clearly,
compare Figure 9b. Finally, the velocities result from the pressure differences in the
respective pipes. The corresponding pressure can be seen in Figure 9c, which also
shows the same qualitative behavior as the consumers.

Finally, we compare some values in the Euclidean norm below. If we denote with
z f ull the solution of the index 2 system and with zred the solution of the index 1
problem we get as difference√

nt

∑
k=1

∆ t∥zk
f ull − zk

red∥2
2 = 0.0908

As a reminder, the only difference between the full and the reduced model is that
we neglect the term v̇ in the modified incompressible euler equation (20b). Since the
velocity results essentially from the pressure difference, let us consider the difference
in the Euclidean norm of velocities and pressures at the consumers A, B, C and D:

A B C D
Velocity 0.13 0.87 0.17 0.38
Pressure 1.35 1.94 0.31 1.08

If we compare the difference of velocities and pressures at the consumers A, B, C
and D with a relative discrete L2 Norm, e.g.(∫ t f

t0

(
h f ull(t)−hred(t)

)2dt
)1/2

(∫ t f
t0

(
h f ull(t)

)2dt
)1/2

we get:

A B C D
Velocity 1.6e−3 1.6e−3 1.6e−3 1.6e−3
Pressure 4.5e−4 7.2e−4 87.3e−4 3.4e−4

Note that we used a trapezoidal rule for the integral. These numbers, especially the
relative error, show that the term v̇ in the modified incompressible euler equation
(20b) is negligible. In fact, the error is smaller or the same as the stepsize for the
time integration. Together with the fact that for small networks it makes hardly any
difference in terms of CPU time whether the full model or the reduced model is
solved and for large networks the reduced model is solved significantly faster, it can
be stated here that it makes perfect sense to solve the reduced model. However, if
you need precise results for the consumer equations, it may be advisable to accept
the possibly higher computing time and solve the full index 2 model.
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5 Conclusions

In this article we could show that our model works well and the results are convincing.
In the case that the district heating network is represented as a graph-theoretic tree,
we could show existence and uniqueness of the solution.

In numerics, we looked at different discretizations of space and compared them
for a constructed example where we know the exact solution. We were able to show
that more accurate results can be expected for higher order, but that these require
more computing time. Surprisingly, the second order discretization method requires
more CPU time than the third order one.

Our model is essentially based on the work of [6] and [18]. However, this is an
index 2 DAE which is numerically more complex to handle. Instead of going the clas-
sical way of index reduction and encountering the possible problems, we followed
[23] and neglected the term v̇ which leads to an index 1 DAE. In the simulation we
have seen that for practical examples the differences are marginal and negligible.
Finally, we have seen that the simulation is also feasible for parts of real networks.

Appendix A. Functions f1, f2, g1 and g2 modeling

The main objective of this section is the modeling of the functions f1, f2, g1 and g2
in a abstract way to handle any network automatically in a consistent manner. For
this we assume, that we have a directed acyclic graph G = (N ,E ) with direction fol-
lowing ordering. Let I denote its incidence matrix and C 1, C 2 its consumer matrix.
Let N be the number of pipes, N the number of nodes with N = ns +nd +n junc, ni
the number of discretization points in pipe ei for i = 1, ...,N n the sum of all ni with

n :=
N
∑

i=1
ni. We denote pN,L the given pressure for the demand node for the power

plant and T A
2 , ...,T A

ns the given temperature for the supply nodes before a consumer.
Moreover Q1, ...,Qnc describe the consumers. For a better reading we left out the
arguments for t. Let I+ := max{I ,0} and I− := min{I ,0} be the positive and
negative part of the incidence matrix I and I r := (Ii, j)ms+1≤i≤ms+m0,1≤ j≤N the
reduced incidence matrix.

In order to write our system in the form (26) we do a spatial discretization (for-
ward Euler) by the method of lines for the transport equation (20a) and get

Ṫi,1
...

Ṫi,n

=− vi

∆xi


Ti,1

Ti,2 −Ti,1
...

Ti,ni −Ti,ni−1

− 4k
cpdiρ


Ti,1

...
Ti,ni

−

Text
...

Text


 , (29)
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for i = 1, ...,N. Similar we get for the Euler equation (20b)

v̇i =−
(

pi(L)− pi(0)
Liρ̄

+
λi

2di
v2

i +g(∂xh)
)
, (30)

for i = 1, ...,N. For each pipe ei ∈ E we have the set of variables Ti,1, ...,Ti,ni , vi and
pi(L), pi(0) depending on t that represent the discrete analog of T,v, p, respectively.
Here ni is the number of discretization points in pipe ei. The coupling conditions (22)
leads to the following equations:

∑
ei∈σ j∪Σ j

Aiρvi = 0, (31a)

∑
ei∈σ j

cpAiρviTi,ni − ∑
ei∈Σ j

cpAiρviTi,1 = 0, (31b)

pi(L) = pl(0) for all i ∈ σ j, l ∈ Σ j, (31c)
Ti,1 = Tl,1 for all i, l ∈ Σ j, (31d)

where σ j is the set of pipes incoming the node j and Σ j the set of pipes outgoing of
node j. For consumer k with incoming pipe ei and outgoing pipe el it holds

qi = ql , (32a)
Qk(t) = cpAiqi(Ti,ni −Tout). (32b)

Notice, that Tout is a fixed number.

Functions f1 and f2

We start with the functions f1 and f2 which describes the discretized PDE and the
ODE. For the PDE (29) we define the matrices

A f1 =



−

− 1
∆x1
...

− 1
∆x1


ñ1

. . .

−

− 1
∆xN
...

− 1
∆xN


ñN


,
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A f2 =

Añ1
. . .

AñN

 with Añi =


1
−1 1

. . . . . .
−1 1

 ∈ Rñ×ñ

A f4 =


− 4k

d1cpρ
1ñ1

. . .
− 4k

dN cpρ
1ñN

 ,

D f1 =



−

1
...
0


ñ1

. . . 0ñ×2N

−

1
...
0


ñN


, and d1 =



4kText
d1cpρ

...
4kText
d1cpρ

...
4kText
dN cpρ

...
4kText
dN cpρ


.

This leads to ẋ1(t) = f1(t,x(t),y(t)) with

f1(t,x(t),y(t)) = A f1x2(t).∗
(
A f2x1(t)+D f1y(t)

)
+A f4x1(t)+d1

and

A f1 ∈ Rñ×N , A f2 ,A f4 ∈ Rñ×ñ, D f1 ∈ Rñ×3N , d1 ∈ Rñ.

Remark 2. In some cases we want to use another scheme for the spatial discretization.
In particular we have used the following three different discretizations.

∂xT (t,x+h) =


1
h (T (t,x+h)−T (t,x)) , order=1,
1
2h (T (t,x+2h)−T (t,x)) , order=2,
1
6h (T (t,x−h)−6T (t,x)+3T (t,x+h)+2T (t,x+2h)) , order=3.

To get the corresponding points on the boundary we need some ghost points which
should be calculated with the same order we use here. For more details about ghost
points at boundary see e.g. [1]. The idea is to interpolate with the appropriate order
e.g

T (x)≈ a+bx for order = 2,

T (x)≈ a+bx+ cx2 for order = 3.
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Assume that we want to discretize T with N spatial discretization points. In the
case that we use a second order scheme we need therefore a ghost point for TN+1.
Simple calculations and insert into the corresponding equations shows that we need
to change only Añi , e.g. 

1
−1 0 1

. . . . . .
−2 2


In the case that we use a third order scheme we need to solve for the ghost point on
the left boundary.

T0 = a, a = T0,

T1 = a+b∆x+ c∆x2, b =
−3T0 +4T1 −T2

2∆x
,

T1 = a+b2∆x+ c4∆x2, c =
T0 −2T1 +T2

2∆x2 .

Therefore our ghost point is given by

T−1 = 3T0 −3T1 +T2.

After inserting into the correct equation we get for the first two equations

dT1 = ...
1

6h
(−3T0 +3T 2),

dT2 = ...
1

6h
(T0 −6T1 +3T2 +2T3).

Similar calculations show that we have for the last equation:

dTN = ...
1

6h
(3TN−2 −12TN−1 +9TN)

Therefore we need to change Añi and D f1 to
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Añi =


0 3
1 −6 3 2

. . . . . . . . . . . .
1 −6 3 2

3 −12 9

 , D f1 =



−


−3
1
...
0


ñ1

. . . 0ñ×2N

−


−3
1
...
0


ñN


.

After we finished for the PDE we now define the matrices for the ODE (30) as
follows:

A f3 =


− λ1

2d1
. . .

− λN
2dN

 , D f2 =


1

L1ρ
− 1

L1ρ

0N×N
. . .

1
LN ρ

− 1
LN ρ

 and d2 =

−g(∂xh)
...

−g(∂xh)

 .

This leads to ẋ2(t) = f2(t,x(t),y(t)) with

f2(t,x(t),y(t)) = A f3x2(t).∗ x2(t)+D f2y(t)+d2

and

A f3 ∈ RN×N , D f2 ∈ RN×3N , d2 ∈ RN .

Using x =
(

x1
x2

)
we get

ẋ(t) = f (t,x(t),y(t)) =
(

f1(t,x(t),y(t))
f2(t,x(t),y(t))

)

The function g1

In this section we want describe who we model the function g1. We start with the
equations for the continuity of the pressure and the perfect mixing (31c) and (31d)
where we need the matrices Dg1,p and Dg1,T . They are given by Algorithm 1 and 2.
Notice, that np and nout are the number of rows of Dg1,p and Dg1,T . After generating
them we can set ng1 = np +nout +2+nc +1 and
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Dg1,p =

(
0np×N Dg1,p

0(ng1−np)×3N

)
and Dg1,T =

 0np×3N
Dg1,T 0nout×2N

0(ng1−nout−np)×3N


To satisfy the equation which conserve the energy, e.g. (31b) we will need the

Algorithm 1: Generate Dg1,p for g1

Return :matrix Dg1,p

1 Set a ∈ RN with ai :=
N
∑
j=1

(I+−I−)i, j

2 Set Dg1,p = []
3 for i = 0,1, ...,n junc do
4 Set i := ns + i;
5 Set ind := nonzero(I [i, :]), the nonzero elements in I .
6 Set l := ai
7 for j = 1, ..., l −1 do
8 Set tmp = zeros(2m)
9 Set s, q = ind[0][j], ind[0][j+1]

10 if I [i,s] ==−1 then
11 tmp[2∗ s+1] =−1
12 else
13 tmp[2∗ s] =−1
14 end
15 if I [i,q] ==−1 then
16 tmp[2∗q+1] = 1
17 else
18 tmp[2∗q] = 1
19 end
20 Set Dg1,p.append(tmp)
21 end
22 end

Algorithm 2: Generate Dg1,T for g1

Return :matrix Dg1,T
1 Set Itmp = Irp [countnonzero(Ir == 1,axis = 1)> 1] Set ntemp,mtemp = shape(Itemp)

Set Dg1,T = []
2 for i = 0,1, ...,ntemp do
3 temp = where(I [i, :] == 1)
4 for j = 0,1, ..., len(temp)−1 do
5 temp2 = zeros(mtemp
6 temp2[temp[0]] = 1
7 temp2[temp[ j+1]] =−1
8 Set Dg1T .append(temp2)
9 end

10 end
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matrices

A+
g1
= cpρAiI

+
r and A−

g1
= cpρAiI

−
r

and set

Ag1,c1 = (0N×ñ|1N)

Ag1,c3 = (1N |0N×2N) .

Moreover we use Ag1,c2 = 0N×ñ+N and set Ag1,c2[i, ñ2
i ] = 1, where ñ2 = cumsum(ni−

2) and i = 1, ...,N. Setting the pressure at the end of the network and all given inlet
temperatures is done by

Dg1,AW =

0(ng1−(nc+1))×3N(
0 . . . 0 1

)
3N

C2 0nc×2N

 and BAW (t) =


0ng1−(nc+1)
−pN(t)
−Tout

...

 .

To simulate a network we need in addition

Bs(t) =


0np+nout

−Tin(t)
−pin(t)

0n junc+nc+1

 and Dg1,AW1 =


0(np+nout )×3N(
1 0 . . . 0

)
3N(

0N 1 0 . . . 0
)

3N
0(n junc+nc+1)×3N

 .

Now we can summarize our matrices by

Dg12 = Dg1,p +Dg1,T +Dg1,AW +Dg1,AW1,

B(t) = BAW (t)+Bs(t)

and set

g1(t,x(t),y(t)) =
(

Dg12 y+B(t)
A+

g1((Ag1,c1x(t)).∗ (Ag1,c3y(t)))+A−
g1((Ag1,c1x(t)).∗ (Ag1,c2x(t)))

)
,

where

Ag1,c1,Ag1,c2 ∈ R2N×ñ, Ag1,c3 ∈ R2N×3N , Dg12 ∈ Rng1×3N , B(t) ∈ Rng1 .

The function g2

Now we define the matrices to get the function g2 which depends only on x. We start
with the equations for the conservation of mass and no mass is lost and set
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Ag2,11 =
(
0n junc×ñ, Irdiag(A1, ...,AN)

)
,

Ag2,12 =
(
0nc×ñ, C1diag(ρ, ...,ρ)−C2diag(ρ, ...,ρ)

)
,

Ag2,1 =

 Ag2,11
Ag2,12

0nc×(ñ+N)


which are already enough to satisfy (31a) and (32a). For the consumer demand
equation (32b) we need

Ag1,Q1 =
(
0nc×ñ, C1diag(cpρA1, ...,cpρAN)

)
,

Ag2,2 =

(
0(n junc+nc)×(ñ+N)

Ag1,Q1

)
,

Ag2,3 =

(
0(n junc+nc)×(ñ+N)

Ag1,Q2

)
,

d2 =

(
0n junc+nc

−Toutnc

)
,

BQ(t) =


0n junc+nc

−Q1(t)
...

−Qnc(t)

 ,

where Ag2,Q2 is calculated as described in Algorithm 3. All together we set

Algorithm 3: Generate Ag2,Q2 for g2

Return :matrix Ag2,Q2
1 Set A1 = 0nc×ñ1−1

2 Set A2 =
(
A1 |C1[:,0]

)
for i = 1,2, ...,N do

3 Set A1 = 0nc×ñi−1
4 Set A2 = (A2,A1)
5 Set A2 =

(
A2 |C1[:, i]

)
6 end
7 Set Ag2,Q2 = (A2 |0nc×N)

g2(t,x(t)) = Ag2,1x(t)+Ag2,2x(t).∗ (Ag2,3x(t)+d2)+BQ(t),

where

Ag2,1,Ag2,2,Ag2,3 ∈ Rn junc+2nc×ñ, BQ(t),d2 ∈ Rn junc+2nc .

Remark 3. One can verify that ∂g1
y is regular and ∂g2

y is singular.
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Derivation of f1, f2, g1 and g2

Since we will need them we calculate all derivatives with respect to all arguments
without t. Let us start with the function f which is split into f1 and f2. As a reminder,
here is the function

f1(t,x,y) = A f1x2(t).∗
(
A f2x1(t)+D f1y(t)

)
+A f4x1(t)+d1

and its derivatives are given by

d
dx1

f1(t,x,y) = (A f 1x2).∗A f 2 +A f 4,

d
dx2

f1(t,x,y) = A f 1.∗ (A f 2x1 +D f 1y),

d
dy

f1(t,x,y) = (A f 1x2).∗ (D f 1).

The function f2 is given by

f2(t,x(t),y(t)) = A f3x2(t).∗ x2(t)+D f2y(t)+d2

and its derivatives are given by

d
dx1

f2(t,x,y) = 0ñ×N ,

d
dx2

f2(t,x,y) = A f 3.∗ x2 +(A f 3x2).∗1N ,

d
dy

f2(t,x,y) = D f 2.

Next we give the derivatives of g1:

d
dx

g1(t,x,y,u) =
(

Ag11.∗ (Ag12x+Dg11y)+(Ag11x).∗ (Ag12)
Ag1+(Ag1c1.∗ (Ag1c3y))+Ag1−(Ag1c1.∗ (Ag1c2x)+(Ag1c1x).∗ (Ag1c2))

)
,

d
dy

g1(t,x,y,u) =
(

Dg12 +(Ag11x).∗ (Dg11)
A+

g1((Ag1c1x).∗ (Ag1c3))

)
,

d
du

g1(t,x,y,u) =
(

BC
03∗N−len(BC)×3

)
.

And finally the derivatives of g2:
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d
dx

g2(t,x) = Ag21 +Ag22.∗ ((Ag23x+d2))+(Ag22x).∗ (Ag23),

d
dy

g2(t,x) = 0(n junc+2nc)×3N .
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