Copyright © 2014 Scienceline Publication

Journal of Civil Engineering and Urbanism
Volume 4, Issue 3: 282-286 (2014)

ISSN-2252-0430

Comparative Hydraulic Simulation of Water Hammer in Transition Pipe
Line Systems with Different Diameter and Types
Fardin Sharif1, Maaroof Siosemarde2*, Edris Merufinia3, Mehdi Esmat Saatlo3
1

Department of Civil Engineering, Mahabad Branch, Islamic Azad University, Mahabad, Iran
Department of Water Engineering, College of Agriculture and Natural Resources, Mahabad Branch, Islamic Azad University, Mahabad,
Iran
3
Department of Civil Engineering, Science and Research Branch, Islamic Azad University, Tehran, Iran
2

*Corresponding author’s E-mail: maroof_33m@yahoo.com

Thus the growth of knowledge of the physical
aspect of reality cannot be regarded as a cumulative
process. They speak of the laws of nature, for example,
which are simply models that explain their experience of
reality at a certain time. Later generations of scientists
typically discover that these conceptions of reality
embodied certain implicit assumptions and hypotheses
that later on turned out to be incorrect. Unsteady fluid
flows have been studied since man first bent water to his
will. The ancients understood and applied fluid flow
principles within the context of traditional, culture-based
technologies. With the arrival of the scientific age and the
mathematical developments embodied in Newton’s
Principia, our understanding of fluid flow took a quantum
leap in terms of its theoretical abstraction (Vanderburg
1986).
The impetus for a shift from the traditional
deterministic approach to a stochastic model of transient
analysis is three-fold. First, a need exists for adequate
hydraulic performance assessment; transient performance
should be comprehensibly evaluated on the basis of the
spectrum of pressures that systems experience. Beyond
just knowing the extreme values of transient pressures, an
estimate of the likelihood of their occurrence would be
enormously useful; as stated in the European Union
design guideline proposal, a high value of modeled
hydraulic pressure load with a low frequency of
occurrence would lead to the same failure rate (and the
same contribution to the limit states of the pipe structure)
as a moderate modeled hydraulic load exerted at high
frequency (Pothot and Lemmens 2001). The core material
discussed in this paper has been collectively reported in
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ABSTRACT: The transient pressure caused by water hammer events is sufficient to fracture pipes and
some equipment, and for this reason alone the study of the phenomenon in transitional pipe line system is
of considerable practical importance. In addition, the diameter and pipe type should be considered to
attenuate the transient pressure wave. The paper describes the theory about transient analysis and shows
technique in numerical simulation of water hammer in transitional pipe line systems by substituting for
different pipe types and diameter or both simultaneously and analyzing the velocity and the type of direct
or reflected transitional waves which will the intensities in places where these changes occur and also in
boundary conditions. The results indicated that pipe selection and substitution could be from low elastic
modulus to high elastic modulus. In order to reduce pressure fluctuation it is advisable to choose pipes
with most similar elastic modulus and one greater diameter size.
Keywords: Elastic modulus, Pipe line, Transient pressure, Water hammer

various venues (Wylie et al., 1993). but has not been
hitherto organized in a systematic fashion or appeared in
English; particularly the Monte Carlo simulation and
comparison with the results from analytical probabilistic
model have never been previously published by any
journal. The International Symposium on Stochastic
Hydraulics has been organized on a four year basis since
1972, and the earlier focus and achievement in hydrologic
frequency analysis then expanded rapidly to a wider
horizon of hydraulic engineering. Because of the
uncertainties on the shape, size, and mechanic properties
of sediment and the stochastic nature of the flow in rivers
(Buhman et al., 2002), a large amount of theoretical and
experimental research works are making progress on the
complicated and highly stochastic processes of sediment
incipient, sediment transport, and channel morphology
(Nino and Garcia 1986; Paintal, 1971).
Mays, Tung, and other researchers have made great
contributions to the uncertainty and reliability analysis,
risk-based optimal planning/design of municipal water
supply, and distribution systems; and also the statistical
modeling and risk-based optimal design of sewer systems
.Particularly, a recently published work. Focuses on the
probabilistic analysis of transient design for water supply
systems (Revell and Ridolfi, 2002).
MATERIAL AND METHODS
Although hydroelectric generation accounts for a
much smaller proportion of energy production today, the
problems associated with controlling the flow of water
through penstocks and turbines remains an important
application of transient analysis.
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Mass and Momentum Equations for OneDimensional Water Hammer Flows
Hydrogenation companies contributed heavily to
the development of fluids and turbo machinery
laboratories that studied, among other things, the
phenomenon of water hammer and its control. Hydraulic
transients are critical design factors in a large number of
fluid systems from automotive fuel injection to water
supply, transmission, and distribution systems. Today,
long pipelines transporting fluids over great distances
have become commonplace, and the almost universal
development of sprawling systems of small pipe diameter,
high-velocity water distribution systems has increased the
importance of wall friction and energy losses, leading to
the inclusion of friction in the governing equations.
Michaud is generally accorded that distinction. Michaud
(1878) examined the use of air chambers and safety valves
for controlling water hammer. Near the turn of the
nineteenth century, researchers like Weston (1885),
Carpenter (1893) and Frizell (1898) attempted to develop
expressions relating pressure and velocity changes in a
pipe. Frizell was successful in this endeavor and he also
discussed the effects of branch lines, and reflected and
successive waves on turbine speed regulation. Similar
work by his contemporaries Joukowsky (1898) and
Allievi (1903) however, attracted greater attention.
Joukowsky produced the best known equation in transient
flow theory, so well-known that it is often called the
‘‘fundamental equation of water hammer.’’ He also
studied wave reflections from an open branch, the use of
air chambers and surge tanks, and spring type safety
valves. Joukowsky’s fundamental equation of water
hammer is as follows:
(1)
Where a= acoustic (water hammer) wave speed, P
(
)= piezometric pressure, Z=elevation of the
=
pipe centerline from a given datum, H= piezometric head,
= fluid density, u=local longitudinal velocity, A=crosssectional area of the pipe and g= gravitational
acceleration. The positive sign in Eq (1) is applicable for a
water-hammer wave moving downstream while the
negative sign is applicable for a water-hammer wave
moving upstream. Readers familiar with the gas dynamics
literature will note that
is obtainable from
the momentum jump condition under the special case
where the flow velocity is negligible in comparison to the
wave speed. The jump conditions are a statement of the
conservation laws across a jump (shock) (Jaeger1933).
These conditions are obtained either by directly applying
the conservation laws for a control volume across the
jump or by using the weak formulation of the
conservation laws in differential form at the jump. Further
refinements to the governing equations of water hammer
appeared in Jaeger (1956), Wood (1944), Rich (1951),
Parmakian (1963), Streeter and Wylie (1967). Their
combined efforts have resulted in the following classical
mass and momentum equations for one-dimensional (1D)
water-hammer flows:
(2)
(3)

In which = shear stress at the pipe wall, D= pipe
diameter, X=the spatial coordinate along the pipeline, and
t= temporal coordinate.
Discussion of the 1D Water Hammer Mass and
Momentum Equations
Limitations of these equations: Rapid flow
disturbances, planned or accidental, induce spatial and
temporal changes in the velocity (flow rate) and pressure
(piezometric) Head) fields in pipe systems. Such transient
flows are essentially unidirectional (i.e., axial) since the
axial fluxes of mass, momentum, and energy are far
greater than their radial counterparts. The research of
Mitra and Rouleau (1985) for the laminar water hammer
case and of Vardy and Hwang for turbulent water-hammer
supports the validity of the unidirectional approach when
studying water-hammer problems in pipe systems. A more
detailed derivation can be found in Chaudhry (1987).
Using the Reynolds transport theorem, the mass
conservation (‘‘continuity equation’’) for a control
volume is as follows (Zhang et al 2003).
)
(4)
∫
∫ (
Where CV = control volume, CS =control surface,
n =unit outward normal vector to control surface, v =
velocity vector Referring to Fig. 1, Eq. (4) yields:
)
(5)
∫
∫ (
The local form of Eq. (5) obtained by taking the
limit as the length of the control volume shrinks to zero.

Figure 1. Control volume diagram used for continuity
equation derivation
Then:
(
)
(
)
(6)
Equation (6) provides the conservative form of the
area-averaged mass balance equation for 1D unsteady and
compressible fluids in a flexible pipe. The first and second
terms on the left-hand side of Eq. (6) represent the local
change of mass with time due to the combined effects of
fluid compressibility and pipe elasticity and the
instantaneous mass flux, respectively. Equation (6) can be
rewritten as follows:
(7)
Where

= substantial (material)

derivative in one spatial dimension. Realizing that the
density and pipe area vary with pressure and using the
chain rule reduces Eq.(7) to the following:
(8)
The momentum equation for a control volume is:
∑
(
)
(9)
∫
∫
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Applying Eq. (9) to the control volume of Fig. 2;
considering gravitational, wall shear and pressure gradient
forces as externally applied; and taking the limit as
tends to zero gives the following local form of the axial
momentum equation:
(10)

Figure 2. Control volume diagram used for momentum
equation derivation
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
In the table (1) Xin is the beginning of the pipeline,
Xf is the end of pipeline, Zi is height of pipeline starting
point, Zf is height of the ending point of pipeline and %p
is slope of the pipeline. To accomplish this, we should
simulate the transmission pipeline specifications.
By considering how the fluid velocity causes water
hammer, changes in the rate of velocity in transmission
lines get so important. By regarding this equation
(Mesbahi 2009):
(11)

If the velocity changes intensity increase, pressure
variation will go up. Actually diameter and pipe type role
is Undeniable in water hammer phenomenon. As a
baseline for comparing other we choose cast iron pipe
with these specification: diameter is 600 mm and velocity
is 1.72 m/s then we change diameter and pipe type
simultaneously in X=4000m and analyze these
replacements in pipeline and pump station (critical point
of pipeline).
By assuming:
1. Replacing the cast iron pipe to Polyethylene with
different diameters
2. Replacing Polyethylene to cast iron pipe with
different diameters
In fact, we consider hard and soft material.
Now in x=4000 we consider these options and
alternatives:
1. Replace pipe from DCI600 TO PE 600 type but
diameter remains constant
2. Change pipe type and choose one size smaller
diameter (DCI600 TO PE 496/6)
3. Change pipe type and choose one size greater
diameter (DCI600 TO PE 709/4)
Thus we draw graph related to the pressure against
position and also in x=4000 m we draw pressure against
time graph.
In part 2 as a baseline to compare other we model
Polyethylene pipe with diameter of 600mm.
1. Pipe type change but diameter remains constant
DCI600 TO PE 600
2. Pipe type change and choose one size smaller
diameter DCI600 to PE 496/6
3. Pipe type change and choose one size greater
diameter DCI600 to PE 709/4.

Table 1: Technical specifications for water transmission pipelines that is used in this research(Hasanzade 2013)
Pipe
1
2
3

L(m)
50
3950
1576

D(m)
0.6
0.6
0.6

Xi(m)
0
50
4000

Zi(m)
3
3.6875
58

Xf(m)
3.6875
58
119

Zf(m)
3.6875
58
119

%P
1.375
1.375
3.87

Figure 3. Pipe streamline in EPANET software
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B. Max pressure inclines before the location of
replacement, increasing diameter size cause lower
pressure inclining.
C. Min pressure decline before the location of
replacement so by increasing diameter we got lower
pressure declining.
D. At pump station by increasing diameter of
Polyethylene pipe, maximum and minimum pressure also
decrease but max pressure decrease from smaller diameter
to greater diameter and min pressure decline from greater
diameter to smaller one.
E. Water pressure interval decline by changing pipe
type and inclining diameter.

Figure 4. Minimum pressure variation against location

Figure 7. Minimum pressure variation against position

Figure 5. Maximum pressure variation against location

Figure 8. Maximum pressure variation against position

Figure 6. Pressure variation against time
Replacing the cast iron pipe to Polyethylene with
different diameters
A. Maximum and minimum pressure decrease
when diameter size increases.

Figure 9. Pressure variation against time
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Replacing Polyethylene to cast iron pipe with
different diameters
3. Increasing diameter size caused more pressure
(Pressure increase in DCI 600 is greater than DCI 700).
B. Min pressure decline during the transmission
line so increasing diameter brings about greater pressure
incline (there in an exception between 320 and 600
distance).
C. At pump station by increasing diameter, max
pressure also increase but minimum pressure decrease
from smaller diameter to greater diameter.
D. pressure changing interval reduces.
According to the above results, in designing
transmission pipelines if diameter or pipe type
replacement or both inevitable due to economical and
technical reasons it is better to check the effect of these
substitutions carefully.
Now results for controlling water hammer
1. It is better to avoid diameter or pipe type
replacement because it causes turbulence in max and min
pressure of the system.
2. By reducing diameter from DCI 600 to DCI 500,
in the beginning of pipeline, min and max pressure
Respectively decrease 78% and 3% and in x=4000 min
pressure raise up to 34% and max pressure up to 3%. By
increasing diameter from DCI 600 to DCI 700, in the
beginning of pipeline, min and max pressure.
Respectively decrease11% and 3% and in x=4000
min pressure decline 32% and max pressure incline 0.5%.
In fact, by choosing one size greater or smaller diameter
water hammer intensity remains constant due to safety
factor of equipments so this replacement do not
recommend.
3. By changing pipe gender from DCI 600 to PE
600, in the beginning of pipeline, min and max pressure
Respectively decrease 17% and 4% and in x=4000 min
pressure decline 12% and max pressure raises up to 22%.
By changing from DCI 600 to PE 700, in the beginning of
pipeline, min and max pressure, respective decrease11%
and 3% and in x=4000 min pressure decline 32% and max
pressure inclines 0.5%.
The results indicate that pipe selection and
substitution should be from low elastic modulus to high
elastic modulus. In order to reduce pressure fluctuation, it
is advisable to choose pipes with most similar elastic
modulus In order to reduce pressure fluctuation.
REFERENCES
Allievi L (1903). Teoria generaled elmotoper turbatodel
l’acquanitubi in pressione, Ann. Soc. Ing. Arch.
Ithaliana ~French translation by Allievi ~1904, Revue
de me´canique
Allievi
L
(1913).
Teoria
del
colpod’ariete,
AttiCollegioIng. Arch. ~English translation by
Halmos EE 1929!, The Theory of Waterhammer,
Trans. ASME.
Buhman DL, Gates TK, and Watson CC (2002).
“Stochastic variability of fluvial hydraulic geometry:
Mississippi and Red Rivers.” J. Hydraul. Eng.,
128(4), 426–437.
Carpenter RC (1893). Experiments on Water hammer,
Trans. ASME, 15.

Chaudhry, MH (1987). Applied Hydraulic Transients,
Van Nostr and Reinhold, New York.
Frizell, JP (1898). Pressures Resulting from Changes of
Velocity of Water in Pipes, Trans. Am. Soc. Civ.
Eng. 39: 1–18.
Hasanzade, U, Alami, MT (2013). Hydraulic Simulation
of Water Hammer in Transition Pipe Line Systems,
Civil Engineering and Environmental Journal, Tabriz,
Iran
Jaeger, C. (1933). TheorieGenerale du Coup de Belier,
Dunod, Paris.
Jaeger, C. (1956). Engineering Fluid Mechanics translated
from German by P.O. Wolf, Blackie, London.
Joukowski, N.E. (1898). Memoirs of the Imperial
Academy Society of St. Petersburg,’’ 9~5! ~Russian
translated by O Simin 1904!, Proc. Amer. Water
Works Assoc. 24: 341–424.
Mesbahi, AR, Ghorbani, MA (2009). Introduction to
Water Hammer Simulation, Arkan Poblicatin,
Isfahan, Iran
Michaud, J, (1878). Coups de be´lierdans les 286onduits.
E ´ tude des moyensemploye´s pour en atteneur les
effects, Bull. Soc. VaudoiseIng. Arch. 4~3,4: 56–64,
65–77.
Mitra, AK and Rouleau WT (1985). Radial and Axial
Variations in Transient Pressure Wave Transmitted
Through Liquid Transmission
Nino, Y., and Garcia, M. (1998).Experiments on saltation
of sand in water.” J. Hydraul. Eng., 124(10), 1014–
1025.
Paintal, A. S. (1971).Concept of critical shear stress in
loose boundary open channels.” J. Hydraul. Res.,
9(1), 91–113.
Parmakian, V. L., and Lai, C., (1963). Waterhammer
Analysis Includin Fluid Friction,’’ Trans. Am. Soc.
Civ. Eng. 128, pp. 1491–1524.
Revell, R., and Ridolfi, L. (2002). Fuzzy approach for
analysis of pipe networks.” J. Hydraul. Eng., 128(1),
93–101.
Rich, G. (1951). Hydraulic Transients, 1st Edition,
McGraw-Hill, New York, 1951 ~Dover Reprint!.
Streeter, VL and Wylie, EB (1967), Hydraulic Transients,
McGraw-Hill, New York.
Vanderburg, VH (1986). Knowing Technology as if
People Mattered, Man-Env. Syst. 16, pp. 69–75.
Weston, EB (1885). Description of Some Experiments
Made on the Providence, RI Water Works to
Ascertain the Force of Water Ram in Pipes,’’ Trans.
Am. Soc. Civ. Eng. 14, p. 238.
Wood G (1944). Waterhammer Analysis by the LaplaceMellin Transformations,’’ Trans. ASME, pp. 1944–
45.
Wylie EB and Streeter VL (1984), Fluid Transients, FEB
Press, Ann Arbor.
Wylie, EB, Streeter, VL, and Suo L. (1993). Fluid
Transient in Systems", Prentice-Hall, Englewood
Cliffs,
Zhang X, Suo, L, Hu A, and Chen M. (2003).Study of
dependence between the steady state pressure and
waterhammer pressure for penstock loads.” Des.
Hydroelectr. Power Stn., 19(3), 18–19 (in Chinese).

To cite this paper: Sharif F, Siosemarde M, Merufinia E, Esmat Saatlo M. 2014. Comparative Hydraulic Simulation of Water Hammer in Transition Pipe Line Systems with
Different Diameter and Types. J. Civil Eng. Urban., 4 (3): 282-286.
Journal homepage: http://www.ojceu.ir/main/

286

