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Abstract: The problem of leak detection in a pipeline with nonlinear friction is considered. A
distributed observer-based method is proposed which applies a linearised, distributed adaptive
observer design to the nonlinear model. The methodology is tested in simulations for two
different operating points.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Leakage in pipelines is a ubiquitous problem in water dis-
tribution systems (Lambert (2002)), which motivates the
development of technology to monitor and automatically
detect leaks as they occur. Software-based methods relying
on sophisticated processing of sensor signals to detect
and quantify leaks have been studied over the past few
decades (Billmann and Isermann (1987), Verde (2001)).

In Aamo (2015) an adaptive observer-based leak detection
scheme for a distributed pipeline model is designed using
the infinite-dimensional backstepping technique. This de-
sign has later been extended to more general cases, such
as branched pipe flows in Anfinsen and Aamo (2022) and
pipe flow networks containing loops in Wilhelmsen and
Aamo (2022). These contributions have, however, only
considered linear models of the pipe flow in their design
and implementation. In this extended abstract we ex-
plore the possibility of applying the leak detection scheme
from Aamo (2015) to a pipeline model with nonlinear
friction, something which could be of great practical value.

2. MATHEMATICAL MODEL

2.1 Nonlinear model

To model the transient behaviour of pressure p and volu-
metric flow q at each position z ∈ [0, l] and time t > 0 in
a pipe of length l we consider the 1D semilinear pipeline
flow model (see e.g. Aamo et al. (2006))

pt(z, t) +
β

A
qz(z, t) = − β

A
d(z)χ (1a)

qt(z, t) +
A

ρ
pz(z, t) = −Ag sinφ(z)− η

A
d(z)χ

− f

2

|q(z, t)|q(z, t)
DA

(1b)

with boundary conditions

q(0, t) = q0(t) (2a)

p(l, t) = pl(t). (2b)

Possible leaks are characterised by the total volumetric
flow χ leaking from the pipeline together with their nor-
malised 1 spatial distribution d(z) = δ′′(z) throughout the
pipeline, where

δ(z) := l − z −
∫ l

z

∫ η

0

d(γ)dγdη. (3)

Also, A is the cross-sectional area of the pipeline, D is the
diameter, β is the bulk modulus, ρ is the density (assumed
constant), g is the acceleration of gravity, φ is the pipeline
inclination angle and f is a friction coefficient satisfying

1√
f
= −1.8log10

(

(

E

3.7D

)1.11

+
6.9

Re

)

(4)

in terms of the pipe surface roughness E and Reynolds
number

Re :=
ρqD

Aµ
, (5)

with µ being the dynamic viscosity. Lastly the parameter
η := γdqin is defined in terms of the mean flow qin and
coefficient γd < 1 characterising the leak type (Bajura
(1971)), with γd ≈ 0.8 for point leaks.

2.2 Problem statement

Our objective is to monitor flow in pipelines with dynamics
described by (1)–(2) through providing estimates of the
pressure p and volumetric flow rate q in addition to
detection with size and location estimates of possible leaks
that occur in the pipeline. We will assume that flow and
pressure measurements from the boundaries at z = 0 and
z = l are available, only.

In Aamo (2015) a distributed observer-based leak detec-
tion method using only boundary pressure and flow mea-

1 It is imposed that
∫

l

0
d(z)dz = 1.
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surements is proposed for pipelines described by (1)–(2),
but assuming the dynamics (1) are linearised. Rigorous
proofs are given for convergence of the leak size estimate

χ̂(t) → χ as well as leak distribution estimate δ̂(t) → δ(0).
The assumption that the friction term can be linearised is
only valid for laminar flow (Moody (1944)), which for pipes
is characterised by “low” Reynolds number Re < 2300. In
practice, however, applications such as water distribution
systems contain flow with higher Reynolds numbers in the
turbulent regime. The nonlinearity of the friction term can
in these cases thus not be neglected and must be taken
into account in model-based leak detection methods. It is
therefore of interest to consider how well the linearised ob-
server from Aamo (2015) works when applied to a dynamic
model such as (1) with nonlinear terms.

The linear observer from Aamo (2015) uses observer gains
computed based on a given operating point (qin, pout) the
input signals q0, pl in the boundary condition (2) are as-
sumed to fluctuate around. For water distribution systems,
these operating points are in reality slowly (relative to the
time scale of the transient dynamics (1)) changing based
on both seasonal variations but also differences in water
demand between day and night (Maidment and Miaou
(1986)). Thus for implementation the observer gains need
to be updated at regular intervals to correspond to pre-
dicted demand levels.

Our objective is hence to modify and test the leak de-
tection method from Aamo (2015) for the dynamics (1)–
(2). The boundary signals q0 and pl in (2) in addition to
p0 = p(0, ·) and ql = q(l, ·) are assumed measured.

2.3 Riemann coordinates

To apply the observer from Aamo (2015) to (1)–(2), we
write it first in Riemann coordinates.

Lemma 2.1. The change of coordinates

u(x, t) :=
1

2

(

q(xl, t) + δ′(xl)χ+
A√
βρ

(

p(xl, t)

+ ρg

∫ xl

0

sin θ(γ)dγ +
ρ

A2
ηδ′(xl)χ

))

(6a)

v(x, t) :=
1

2

(

q(xl, t) + δ′(xl)χ− A√
βρ

(

p(xl, t)

+ ρg

∫ xl

0

sin θ(γ)dγ +
ρ

A2
ηδ′(xl)χ

))

(6b)

maps (1)–(2) into

ut(x, t) = −1

l

√

β

ρ
ux(x, t)

− f

4DA
|u(x, t) + v(x, t) − δ′(xl)χ|

× (u(x, t) + v(x, t)− δ′(xl)χ) (7a)

vt(x, t) =
1

l

√

β

ρ
vx(x, t)

− f

4DA
|u(x, t) + v(x, t) − δ′(xl)χ|

× (u(x, t) + v(x, t)− δ′(xl)χ) (7b)

u(0, t) = −v(0, t) + q0(t)− χ (7c)

v(1, t) =
1

2
(ql(t)−

A√
βρ

(pl(t) + ρgh)). (7d)

3. OBSERVER

3.1 Linearisation

Decomposing (u, v) as perturbations (∆u,∆v) around
mean values (ū, v̄) so that

u(x, t) ≈ ū+∆u(x, t) (8a)

v(x, t) ≈ v̄ +∆v(x, t), (8b)

and using that qin = ū + v̄, we have a linearisation of (7)
given by

∆ut(x, t) = −1

l

√

β

ρ
∆ux(x, t)

− f

2DA
|qin|(∆u+∆v − δ′(xl)χ) (9a)

∆vt(x, t) =
1

l

√

β

ρ
∆vx(x, t)

− f

2DA
|qin|(∆u+∆v − δ′(xl)χ) (9b)

∆u(0, t) = −∆v(0, t) + q0(t)− qin − χ (9c)

∆v(1, t) =
1

2

(

ql(t)− qin − A√
βρ

(pl(t) + ρgh)

)

. (9d)

We perform a final coordinate transformation

∆u = ∆u exp(− lF

2
√
βρ

x) +
A

2
√
βρ

(pout +
F

A
δ(xl)χ)

(10a)

∆v = ∆v exp(
lF

2
√
βρ

x)− A

2
√
βρ

(pout +
F

A
δ(xl)χ) (10b)

with

F :=
fρ

DA
|qin| (11)

to bring (9) into the form

∆ut(x, t) = −ǫ∆ux(x, t) + c1(x)∆v(x, t) (12a)

∆vt(x, t) = ǫ∆vx(x, t) + c2(x)∆u(x, t) (12b)

∆u(0, t) = −∆v(0, t) + q0(t)− qin − χ (12c)

∆v(1, t) = U(t) (12d)

where we have used

ǫ =
1

l

√

β

ρ
(13)

c1(x) = − F

2ρ
exp(

lF√
βρ

x) (14)

c2(x) = − F

2ρ
exp(− lF√

βρ
x) (15)

U(t) =
1

2
exp(− lF

2
√
βρ

x)(ql(t)− qin − A√
βρ

(pl(t)

− pout + ρgh+
Fl

A
qin)). (16)



3.2 Linear observer

The adaptive observer from Aamo (2015) for (12) is given
by

∆ût(x, t) = −ǫ∆ûx(x, t) + c1(x)∆v̂(x, t)

+ p1(x)(∆y(t) −∆û(1, t)) (17a)

∆v̂t(x, t) = ǫ∆v̂x(x, t) + c2(x)∆û(x, t)

+ p2(x)(∆y(t) −∆û(1, t)) (17b)

∆û(0, t) = −∆v̂(0, t) + q0(t)− qin − χ̂(t) (17c)

∆v̂(1, t) = U(t) (17d)

˙̂χ(t) = L(∆y(t)−∆û(1, t)) (17e)

where p1, p2 are observer gains defined as

p1(x) := −L− 1

2
exp

(σ

ǫ
(1 − x)

)

{

σI0

( |σ|
ǫ

√

1− x2

)

− |σ|
√

1 + x

1− x
I1

( |σ|
ǫ

√

1− x2

)

}

+
L

2ǫ

∫ 1

x

exp
(σ

ǫ
(ξ − x)

)

{

σI0

( |σ|
ǫ

√

ξ2 − x2

)

− |σ|
√

ξ + x

ξ − x
I1

( |σ|
ǫ

√

ξ2 − x2

)

}

dξ (18a)

p2(x) :=
1

2
exp

(σ

ǫ
(1 + x)

)

{

σI0

( |σ|
ǫ

√

1− x2

)

− |σ|
√

1− x

1 + x
I1

( |σ|
ǫ

√

1− x2

)

}

− L

2ǫ

∫ 1

x

exp
(σ

ǫ
(ξ + x)

)

{

σI0

( |σ|
ǫ

√

ξ2 − x2

)

− |σ|
√

ξ − x

ξ + x
I1

( |σ|
ǫ

√

ξ2 − x2

)

}

dξ (18b)

where In is the modified Bessel function of the first kind
of order n and L < 0 is a real number, ǫ is defined in (13)
and σ is given by

σ = − F

2ρ
. (19)

The output signal ∆y = ∆u(1, ·) can be constructed from
the measured boundary pressure and flow signals (pl, ql).

Theorem 8 from Aamo (2015) guarantees that the ob-
server (17) produces for the plant (12) state estimates
∆û(·, t) → ∆u(·, t), ∆v̂(·, t) → ∆v(·, t) and parameter
estimate χ̂(t) → χ exponentially in the L2 sense, and ad-
ditionally that ∆û(0, t) → ∆u(0, t), ∆v̂(0, t) → ∆v(0, t).

Using this last fact a leak localisation method is proposed
as

˙̂
δ(t) = proj[0,l]{γ(p0(t)− p̂0(t))} (20a)

p̂0(t) =

√
βρ

A
(û(0, t)− v̂(0, t)) + pout +

ρ

A2
ηχ̂(t)

+
F

A
δ̂(t)χ̂(t) (20b)

with γ > 0 an adaptive gain. Theorem 10 from Aamo
(2015) then guarantees (in the linear regime) that as long

as F, χ > 0, we have that δ̂(t) → δ(0). Furthermore,

assuming the leak is a point leak at position z∗ ∈ (0, l),

Corollary 12 from Aamo (2015) tells us that δ̂(t) → z∗.

3.3 Observer applied to nonlinear plant

To apply the adaptive observer (17) and position estima-
tor (20) to the plant (7) with nonlinear friction terms, we
reverse first the change of coordinates (10) and rewrite
the observer in (u, v) coordinates via (8), reintroducing
the nonlinear source terms. Assuming the distribution
describes a point leak, this gives

ût(x, t) = −ǫûx(x, t)−
f

4DA
|û(x, t) + v̂(x, t)− δ̂′(xl)χ̂(t)|

× (û(x, t) + v̂(x, t) − δ̂′(xl)χ̂(t))

+ p
1
(x)(y(t) − û(1, t)) (21a)

v̂t(x, t) = ǫv̂x(x, t)−
f

4DA
|û(x, t) + v̂(x, t)− δ̂′(xl)χ̂(t)|

× (û(x, t) + v̂(x, t) − δ̂′(xl)χ̂(t))

+ p
2
(x)(y(t) − û(1, t)) (21b)

û(0, t) = −v̂(0, t) + q0(t)− χ̂(t) (21c)

v̂(1, t) =
1

2
(ql(t)−

A√
βρ

(pl(t) + ρgh)) (21d)

˙̂χ(t) = L exp(
lF

2
√
βρ

)(y(t) − û(1, t)) (21e)

δ̂′(xl) = H(xl − δ̂(t)) − 1 (21f)

˙̂
δ(t) = proj[0,l]{γ(p0(t)− p̂0(t))} (21g)

p̂0(t) =

√
βρ

A
(û(0, t)− v̂(0, t)) +

ρ

A2
ηχ̂(t) (21h)

where H is the Heaviside function, p
1
, p

2
are given by

p
1
(x) := p1(x) exp

(

lF

2
√
βρ

(1− x)

)

(22)

p
2
(x) := p2(x) exp

(

lF

2
√
βρ

(1 + x)

)

(23)

and the output signal y = u(1, ·). Although the conver-
gence results from Aamo (2015) do not necessarily apply
to the modified observer (21), it is of practical interest to
study how well the observer detects and quantifies leaks
occurring in a pipeline modelled by (1)–(2). In the next
section simulation results testing the observer at different
operating points are presented.

4. SIMULATION

The semilinear pipeline model (1)–(2) is implemented in
MATLAB with the following parameters

l = 103 m D = 0.5 m, A =
π

4
(0.5)2 m2

β = 2.15× 109 Pa, ρ = 103
kg

m3
, ν = 1.0016 mPa · s

The inclination angle φ is set so that the inlet of the
pipeline is 10 m above the outlet, and the acceleration
of gravity is assumed to be g = 9.8 m2/s. Atmospheric
pressure of pin = 105 Pa is imposed at the inlet. The
adaptive gains are set to be

L = −1, γ = 0.2.

The pipeline is simulated for two different mean inlet flows,
namely qin = 0.15, 0.35 m3/s, for a duration of t = 50 s.
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Fig. 1. Inlet signal q0 for two cases considered.

Random noise is added to simulate fluctuations in demand
around the mean, resulting in the values for the inlet flow
signal q0 as plotted in Figure 1.
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(a) Size and location estimate for qin = 0.15 m3/s.
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(b) Size and location estimate for qin = 0.35 m3/s.

Fig. 2. Leak detection results.

A point leak of size χ = 0.02 m3/s is introduced at
z∗ = 700 m at time t∗ = 15 s for the two cases. The
location estimators are turned on 5 s after the leaks
occur. The plots of the size estimate χ̂(t) versus the

true size and location estimate δ̂(t) versus true location
is plotted in Figure 2. Comparing the performance, we
see the performance in size estimation is almost identical
between the two cases, but the location estimate converges

faster for higher mean flow rates. This reflects that the
adaptation rate of location estimate is correlated with the
friction in the pipe (as can be seen from e.g. (20)), which
scales with mean flow rate.

5. CONCLUSION

An adaptive observer-based method for detection, size
estimation and localisation of leaks in a pipeline based on
a linearised, distributed model of the hydraulic transients
has been modified to pipelines with nonlinear friction. This
increases the application range from only being applicable
to pipes with laminar flow to pipes with turbulent flow,
which is often the flow regime one is faced with in practice.

The simulations in Section 4 show the effectiveness of the
proposed leak detection method. Intuitively one expects
the modified method presented here to inherit convergence
properties from the linear design of Aamo (2015) due to
the inherently stable nature of the plant under considera-
tion. Overall, the proposed approach shows promise for ap-
plying distributed observer-based leak detection methods
initially designed for linearised pipeline models to settings
with more realistic hydraulic models.

One natural direction of further work is to apply the
presented observer to a simulation where the operating
point is time-varying, and hence the observer gains must
be updated throughout. Also, it would be interesting to
study whether a stability analysis can be performed on
the modified observer presented here, characterising the
stability properties more precisely.
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