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Fig.1 Flow chart of the prediction model
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Fig.2 Comparison of monitoring and predicted

flow rates on day 7
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Tab.1 Results of the model evaluation
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Fig. 4 Linear fit to the Q-Q plot
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Fig. 5 Flow chart of leakage detection
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Fig. 6 Schematic diagram of the water supply

pipe overview in Z Town
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Fig.7 Leakage detection results in Area A
and B of Z Town in 2018
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Fig. 8 Leakage detection results in Area C of Z

Town pipe network in 2018
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Research on Leakage Detection Based on Flow Data of Pipeline Network
WANG Tong"",LI Zhong-yu*",KANG Bing-qing"”",ZHU Duo-lin"",
WANG Qing-yi*",ZHAO Hong-bin"",XU De-lun"", HONG Lei*"
(a. School of Civil Engineering; b. Key Laboratory of Water Supply and Sewerage. Ministry of Housing and
Urban-Rural Development, Chang’an University, Xi’an 710061, China)

Abstract: In order to alleviate the waste of resources caused by the leakage of urban water supply networks, taking
predictive classification as the basic idea, the monitoring data after wavelet noise reduction processing was used in the pre-
diction model of PSO seeking least squares support vector machine algorithm, and the prediction model was trained and e-
valuated, then combined with the model prediction error distribution law, the estimation method of threshold value and
leakage volume was introduced for leakage detection. The results show that the average error between the model predic-
tion and the actual water volume is low, the stability is high, and the combination of the prediction-threshold classification
method can detect sudden leakage in a timely manner and estimate the leakage volume relatively accurately.

Key words: water supply network; flow data; leakage detection; prediction classification; error analysis
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Design and Experimental Study of Vertical Slit Fishway in Actual Project

HAN Lei', LIU Fa-zhi’*,ZHAO Xing-long’, YE Kun-he’, LI Shu-hang',LI Yang'
(1. Heilongjiang Province Hydraulic Research Institute, Harbin 150080, China;
2. Shuifa Planning and Design Co. , Ltd. , Jinan 250000, China;
3. School of Hydraulic and Electric-power, Heilongjiang University, Harbin 150080, China)

Abstract : The vertical slit fishway has the capacity to better cope with the fluctuation of water level in both upper and
lower sections and favorable water flow conditions. Three schemes were designed for the shape of the fishway tank cham-
ber of a certain project fishway. The physical models verified with a 1 ¢ 5 scales were used to investigate the impact of the
tank chamber's structure on the flow pattern, maximum flow velocity, and hydraulic properties of mainstream region un-
der different size and type of baffle and guide plates. This was done through numerical simulation calculation. They per-
formed a test of the physical model on the optimal shape with scale of 1 : 5. The physical model of the overall with scale
1 : 20 was used to analyze the maximum velocity along the water depth and the vertical slit, and the diversion flow of the
fishway under different water depth conditions was proposed, providing reference and reference for similar projects.

Key words: hydraulics; fishway design; numerical simulation; physical model; test analysis





