112-107 yoye 9 olesd 16 0931395 HT ( yuy o Suilfo wliye Alxo

A9 sele dslinle E———
= .
o . = i
OV yW &9&0 (WG = &
E 4
mme.modares.ac.ir u’ff:/,;: Iy

lgel)mgs)lngsla;ng@{.?yJi.\g}!eomtlgg,.é}‘UgJb)osm&m““
(S PR (s A O gyl

3J34.Z.;J.‘.u pas ¢ Zulfjhg.‘.ﬁ 646.4‘1‘;0)545 @ABJ.G

Slnl cii Conto oS Wi malio ;3 gmolasi] 5 5153, 3] Ligs i) i)l ggmmiily -1
Slonl s Cato oK wiai galin 53 smslosil o 52533 piigs bl -2

gl s Cantio oK1 i @lio 13 gmalesi! 5 34533 wtigee eobiusl =3
shahbazian@put.ac.ir 61991-71183 _juy gk ¢jleal *

s4Ss dlie CleYlb!

b B5e allie gl a5 sl 00,5 (S5 Glo lus 4 e Wlg oo 0985 &dly azgi 5500 ST cuis dlgd s gl i Job gy Al

ools s stioe (FDI) woses (sl 5 5581 sty gy 55 ol salin jo ool o] 583 oo i a2t 1895 512 icdyp
j B 1395 5b,. 06 : 5 s

cBo b |y s (oladl) culsg wilgs o aSl o3le KT ()] Jome 5 (s cue goBy sl [0l Lot 45 a5 09 o olpiing 1395 ;5,0 21 ol 55 o)
0030 5 (gilw e BN l58le 5 jo wonls &8ly ol pl Cgim 1o a5 S - (6,5 sdlg) Las ol (gadlllas jo ain ess L) 1l l5”
59908 e Jhel Jao i Galides slagy b . slod o o2l 8 1) FDI s Soie] 6l il 0,0 slaesls a5 G Al

T ) e el T . . . &bl Sy
o3 & obe soje 5o edel Cavas slaesls Logd o i ijeel sresls e 4 Blise (5850 Jlid § 295 o0 &:9&‘))&5

ol ety Glo S 05 o0 glyiinl Hloj g Smge so3e> 90 5l bools (5 Lol (gl F5g s g oo 00ls Jlil g0
o 45 080 o 5L gl 00,5 oo Jlos! FDI s yloze a3 (MLPNN) o 2oy gaVass ooae (oSl o 4
Grizen 2o ooy soipm Slel SlaShy e pes & S S 3 Skes S )bl Sl Sy e
3b; s (CCR) o (goidinl 5 g SWil (FAR) Llé jlaca 75 bl 2uis Cuwlsg g Joo wlgh o (g0lgiion pims

Fghan snas 4

Oil pipeline leak diagnosis using wavelet transform and statistical features with
artificial neural network application
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ARTICLE INFORMATION ABSTRACT
Original Research Paper Oil pipeline leakages, if not properly treated, can result in huge losses. The first step in tackling these
Received 02 July 2016 leakages is to diagnose their location. This paper employs a data-driven Fault Detection and Isolation

Accepted 27 July 2016

C ! (FDI) system, not only to detect the occurrence and location of a leakage fault, but also to estimate its
Available Online 11 September 2016

severity (size) with extreme accuracy. In the present study, the Golkhari-Binak pipeline, located in

southern Iran, is modeled in the OLGA software. The data used to train the data-driven FDI system is

K ds: . . . . . L

Limg{a;nosis acquired by this model. Different leakage scenarios are applied to the pipeline model; then, the
Statistical feature corresponding inlet pressure and outlet flow rates are recorded as the training data. The time-domain
Wavelet transform data are transformed into the wavelet domain; then, the statistical features of the data are extracted from

Aurtificial neural network both the wavelet and the time domains. Each of these features is then fed into a Multi-Layer Perceptron

Neural Network (MLPNN) which functions as the FDI system. The results show that the system with
the wavelet-based statistical features outperforms that of the time-domain based features. The proposed
FDI system is also able to diagnose the leakage location and severity with a low False Alarm Rate
(FAR) and a high Correct Classification Rate (CCR).

ailoe et 4 s o) Lol Jalse alax 5l alg) Loz doddo-1
3 o LUD) ot Cpe sl 5 Gl sl 25 U gl e g5 J5! ol e alor ) L
T1] oS oo e Jl3Ble 5 g J8lde (e S gatws g ool L8 gux Dbk prre o | Gy lasee Wi e adlg)
e asniS (gly Glohg Sl 3l 8lcsn i gt coad by e Jsb 005 gl G g g Jb slo s coge

4 S0y sbile g ool fuzmen 5 dlg) L onijlu Blge g (ol
* Fault Detection and lsolation )

Please cite this article using: “awled 3 li! i3 ©ybe 51 Wlie ol sy gl o
M. Zadkarami, M. Shahbazian, K. Salahshoor, Oil pipeline leak diagnosis using wavelet transform and statistical features with artificial neural network application, Modares
Mechanical Engineering, Vol. 16, No. 9, pp. 107-112, 2016 (in Persian)



UblSed 9 (053 (450

uc’.'ua.a‘,yncmé)a')l:b.ol)&s)hTsh‘;jﬂgghfé,adﬂéﬁjleémllgMﬂy&)éww

. . 16 . o . .
Ol Oe g Cwlsg s 3l el (b T (FAR) Lale Jaze 75 L o
[11,10] 5

b aogi 1) ol ol 5 (i ggBy e Sen 5 olslad

e . 17
3O 0,8 s S m (6 B sdlg) s 07 (ANN) coias omac
B 58l 5 el ol g s Lol Lid oS sgy 0ads (5,8 650w LIS
. ies 18 . ¥ K<

5 Joe b (S 3 u’_a.l...?m g w0 1) (6395 b b LS
S j| Soge 5 gkl o Shs oS o ol Ogliie slooslal
(e $D o & (59959 Olge 4 5950 Sl Thg e 5 gl
Sy ce lti e sanllas s s osls P(RBFNN) el sl als

Jo e 30 5 st o3l g oo (£98g S pil> sasdllae Bun
S5 g0 olatul S 90 5l ol 4B )T IS 4y iy, ,0 el FAR alS
6;::)]..&3‘ (S s 6&’5&)@ » |) ST &0 9 8999 )Li'.é as
gl go 4SS Sge (055> 4 lo) (505> HS (s slwosls S oo
2y aniS glindl Sose g oley sboje 3l )bl Sla Sy e
et S8D Gadib g S 4 939y Lo Olpe 4 phS
(Silwand mls Billas 0ed o oold 20(MLPNN) O9yayy Yo
ol Hd Soge g0js> ) Jol> L;)LJ 6&’;;:}:’.9 L as (O
039> 3l Jol> sla (S b aS o)l colnn 4 Cod (55 9,Sos
Sedier 4385 g

a4 2 25y Sl (B 70 4 abl s dlis sl
bl yaze 93 Glye @ ANN Ly ganail 5 Soge S5 )k
59 5 s 0,Sdee JLae g 00ls Sl gy o5l o FDI e
5 S m ) adlas 5)90 gdlg) ba> 00 e 0ol 8 iy ol
i @l g b Sl 4 4 15y el oo 03l medei 3 s
Gilwand mlo aes go &)l ) o ouis opl (anseis slohy, g a5ty
N5 5l oS 4 6 isu (olys o el ek 0ailuS 5 sy o

S S -2

Sego Jrod-1-2

P IS b pin slagty, 8 o lil Sitn & b les
i 2 a3 ooliil Soe Ygman 185 (g3l IS8T slogianns
o i (ilS 2 sla Sy glinl ;o (tlohy cublB Jds 4 4568
s bl o pele il se Cles 4 boosisl iy e S0 5 S
Ol 4 3B Jas (nl (YU (55 slhaarine gliFiul 3 468
a5 ol weier ledbl s JiSew oy oje> sbeaasie
b JuSew 51 S5 5 @l (Sl sln o3 035> sloaasiive ol jen
—obey a8 o 3l sley Sledbl cpl gl sl Wl 4y p3Y
oy sSsl a1y i ool STFT 55 oo solinad “(STFT) obiss
S oo Jlosl Ssb o n ]y 98 b aabsl 1o 5 wleioe i (S
g aaly> (1) doles Bllas £(6) Sloj JuSom (522,98 o

6 False Alarm Rate

 Artificial Neural Network

8 Scenarios

%% Radial Basis Function Neural Network
2 Multi-Layer Perceptron Neural Network
2 ghort-Time Fourier Transform

9 o lois 16 )93 1395 ,3T (o830 SBle w i

Sl (e 5 Dgelp i pasis slaghy, S e 0y (Sl
2 e FDI gla gy alozr 517 (5 50,8 g0le ()0 ppal 7SI
yors gl Sum 5 & J53lay5 e sloibs, [2] Aied 3Bl
4 39> WS e 0,02 (SCADA) osls (5 9ls,5 4 g saibols
alax 5l Wgdge GaALLY ooy p S g JM p g o g,
CHRTTM) 38 el 5,00 (s5lodie 3 ke o)l53lp,5 sl s,
wns abor I [B]TINPW) iie L33 zoe (B9, 5 pr2 8jlse (s,
ol el ol Gl (5550 5 Vb anse (5l less FDI sla b,
g 4] ailb o owln (3K so0e (gileand sl o,
9 wne 330 Gileba 5 Qs 5 (3 e & gie (giluesly o
nlio FDI s S5 [5] Qigid o dunlin lagy] Coals g (yliae (sl
ol LQG?)_.B ol ol Sladlas gass
S8 30 p i 990 digs 00l FDI gt 40 aS 1 5l i Waools
.. e .8 . o . . . .z
by Gyo J&e 51 @R ng (S s 50 Jie plgie 4 0pS o
< S £y .- . 7 .
P G DS Dygo (il Shles S plyie 4 Sge o
el E8b s ln pleysesem ool 5l (g gl peel sal> e
. 10 . 9 . 8 .. . .
JESow TS0t Gl 5 sy Sl ke emes JUS
6] 555 o0 oolaiul (39,9
L Bl e 4 site LE5 zyo UK Ky s &) i ol
asloads coas dglidas w90y a5 (g )Lud sl Jouw 0gd o pilie ale)
9y lp S 3y9e SOl g S el 1) JLis i ol il
Al 5 1) (15 g8y e Wi ce by, ol iyl pal® |, NPW
oMol sl bt o b b NPW 5 Srge Guils 39, 5l
L Ll Jled o5 oy decaje cnl 09290 [7] Cul oals (g5lwosly cpm
i 3 ol NPW iy cailey (8L ol oaisS 08 Jawgs alol
ogdige 33 5 plyz (20 S gy (nl 5l og wales SeS oo
S (8] wtly iR o i Syge 0 srSemad sl p3¥ Sl b
b sl iS5 alboosls b a5 BPNN) Vlis! me a5
Gl 50T (gl 0o i (gype (@0 Wi 5 (295 — %5
0] ol o0 Sl it
L;ALL.M u_i: OFre |) u’_.....; Lg)'L..;)lS..i';] 6“b"*“ ‘Q‘)&"‘“ 9 °‘>‘}A5]5
. . T R,
polae 1) 08 55 azlyw ) b3 cgee g 058 0 Sl 0 Tkl
5 Lo lis laJUSn oS sl M J53le 5 51 lse ol il g
Iy eols g)lel glo S5y oyl (wiles,S oolitwl 25,5 5 5y (o
s ] 00,5 anlllas |, egite (shiisls i 5 05,5 gl i
L 15 e
S8 aslie 8,96 T (CCR) more gunands #5 lai il | b ()
58y i Uy o3y b byl olitny piasms Jb ol b ailosls

* Soil monitoring

2 Thermal infrared imaging

% Supervisory Control And Data Acquisition
* Real Time Transient Modeling
® Negative Pressure Wave

® denosing

" Wavelet

& Mean

® Skewness

0 Kurtosis

™ Tianjin

12 probabilistic Neural Network
1 Classification

“ OLGA

'3 Correct Classification Rate

108



UblSed 9 (053 (450

uc’.'ua.a‘,yncmé)a')l:b.ol)&s)hTsh‘;jﬂgghfé,adﬂéﬁjleémllgMﬂy&)éww

5= %Z % ()

0 e Gll

(5)
SNoz .
(6)
N
1
VZ=WZ(X0_9E)4_3 (7
0=1

SEPHa0 (st (A (Gusaisb w32
asedS Altee ;5 oolital gl (S8 Gl elul (2L, Jae 8L
&y o0l atise FDI (glopiams 3l 1 el Jlys aly) bas zis
Gl gleil Gl jo [15] 05 oo oolainl paitas giluJde 5l ey
5 oo stals | 598 Ol ol ;3B ANN (Jows 5 i FDI glaginens

161 5,51 wal 3 ools ol olaws (glys |y o o (does

Sl a3t 5 i 5 s e b ] 5255k L BANN
issel sl Jlie (sl 45 Wigd e ool pisel Ll b laaSieds ) iyls |
4 ks e ANN 5l oslatwl boasal atils o5 plhs oad ool
5,5 gl 1, Wosls e ool Lals, ofsF o Alins s (g5lo ko
Gl ghol gaiws g 4 Glabls )] oSl el 1) WANN
e 5 e ails ol T i cbaSs wnS
oSt 5 a8 S 15 solind 5,50 yols LIS 0 a5 MLPNN 2 j55 s
Bk 3 gy ocyss oLl MLPNN )3 095 oo ogusne ;55 ey
Ol @Y 55 L MLPNN lallie cpl o 05800 )85 555 iy oY
clons odlid o

Sypo a L gogys LR+ 1) lay Y (aesd Slpl (ygys
A e 2,0 (9) Wolas

it = Z yliwji — 6 (8)
7

03s Wit el (D) ey sy dsl 3l 09098 oll (293 1 T o &S
el p93 s Sl 9598 el 5ds! s ) 9y8 el s (LS
A o polae |y wilinl o> 55 0!

Sgdin drlina (9) dolee &0 4 5 Y w995 29>

1
—_— Y, 0 Sgy shla
— ) 1+exp(—x! P EF S
yh= p(—x") 9)
x) 6095 sy 3 S8 sl

ol (83555 oy bl x? o] o a8
sy Ployisste Gob 3l e len a5 0gb oo Jul5 (Gloy (5,500

Sygo 4 I(MSE) s lasye uSilee w35 )5y sl & 00,8 aieeS
g oo iy ya5 (10) aolses
1 2
EW) =5 () — d;,) (10)
Jj.p

10 Standard deviation
* Feed forward

12 Feedback

% Mean Square Error

109

Flw) = f " ) exp(ciwt) dt )
- i=+-1 Q-l P
el (2) Wolas ijg0 4 (1) Sy JUuSow (o3l 4 STFT (galad,
Frpr(T, 0) = J.mf(t)g*(t — 1) exp(—iwt) dt )
ol Jsb b s‘e;de, 9() JiSm sl oy it el b T o oS
il e alizis zgope Silo (¥) oled g 00

sl s e llS 3 = e gdmio S s STFT uilS 8 - o 251,80
Grolie plojen jsb & wilyi o (Aw) Wl 3 5130 5 (AE) ol 51,30
S rinle gali b P alsd s ool (3llas o 15 2Bl 318 SzgS
5 oles sl oo el sly e ml v S (Athw 2 05)
tomin 33 B0 5 At slo 3 i |y Somgn s il 3 s prg ol 3
sl P aBoats o LB gl s uilS 3 - s

il Soge ol 5 a5 amsge LS5 1) aslpls ) bSage
b i b oS eSarge ;500 soled 5 35500 00al CYI(E) (p3le S go»

[13] anlgaiconss (3) dolan Bllae ol Sge s pliie
Yo (t) = %1/) (L-_TT) a€R*T€R 3)
sl Slaj Cars T g ot wliia oo a Gl o a8
S Soge b i S5 Sledbl gl el sliie o
Tolds aliag lsal 4 ol JUiSews DWT 553 e aslizal S(DWT)
- (I Gl sloisn) Pl 5 (Gl 8 slo i)
4 0ed o0 ALSE (6,500 Izl 4 ojlss (LK LS aslsl yo S
4525 (b oulS 8 9 YLl 8 slaailiy; 4 JuSw T K00 ojls
b iy a8 gl 5l ol B JUS e 250 00,5
Ol s Yool B L jalme loaiby; 4 S350l 5 LAV layld

By oo &y

329 Tl il 22
85 5 s piplesel Gl el 5 pSatz )b o odls (S o5l
ols> sl ools ji5e sla Sy o oo 03ls 5 itee FDI (slapto
Y ECTRpC PN u RPPCUN B8 W I PN [PSNK 25X [PC S EPYOR ERVE SIS
oo e plaiSile galol )l (Si5d el tten Ui ye
o] Sl el s M Sy 55 il 5 0352 5 3 il
loFhs %o by ol 5 Gy B ool lajiie & Cod
h Srge 5 IS oley seiem slaThs [14] W5a5 (Sien
dler il SlaSiSs 0T gl ey sladliSem Gl
ol s S Sy S50 sl S alriel sly oSes ol
wial (7) b (8) slaalslae ,o o g bl (loaasin ;) asly oo oIl
ASS oolawl

oSl e

1 shift

2 Partitioning

% Uncertainty principle

* Heisenberg inequality

® Multi-resolution

® Discrete Wavelet Transform
" Approximate

® Detail

® Classes

9o plat 16 0551395 13T . ure B\ WAL s



UblSed 9 (053 (450

uc,inadnc@bé)a,)u'qol).nh\s)LoTksLhL;j_a_gg.Jé,a,_}g_.\.ﬁ)leé&imll.g.;;ﬂ«]ﬂh&)ék,h“u.'tﬁ;':u“a‘a‘

sols B oo &y al) Ls Llig s 5 oisles Slge o Jsb eueles bab alox
o Jols i ey b s dlgd L ol (Sl slaansie s
S8 esliiul 300 Bl Jao adsl V> ploie & (o295 128 5 (e

s Jlosl dgd L Jae ot cilisen (slagy s s 5 0335

(22 P90 4

Mol ol el iy ol i it ol s
Ole) 80y 50 (siid Glrodld e g g0 Sl K I38ls 5 48 aosls
50 o 3l bl Gl Ty cale 5 osdiee SIS Sase soi> &
@ alilaz (699)9 Jop 93 Jlore 4 g oad glyFl Soge 5 (o 5059
9 oo 0318 MLPNN (soisaa s qivcew 93

i B gs sbuw g Lools g yg1,5-1-4
4l 36000 Gae 4y 0als (gilwoe sdlg) las 5,5 20 5 (699, JLad
Wodso 00303 32 (laSi 0 &5 WS lew 0sd e L (el 10)
@ Jhw o5 225 o Job (4835 40 3 cel 5 sgax) asl 19437 syu
Job 5 (43550 5 el 6 s9a>) asl 23283 5 oy dlg) L LL
VO K A Y APV AT S gRVEX SN

Oles 0 (G slog liw 09l g0 0000 2 9 1 Jolax ;0 &5 4565 e
Jheel dilisa (slaojladl g oo jo (exie celo oLL) adl 28800

23,8 oo

-
2 2
%
=1
g
s
= 0

1 i A i i

0 2 8 10

4 6
Time (hr)
Fig. 2 Outlet flow signal at leak-free condition'(1 ft¥/sec = 0.028 m’/sec)

=5 e Ll 5o (g g S 2 S

—
=
3
=

=4
3
=

[=a)
=
=

Pressure (psi)

.
=
1

2'm]l] 2 4 6 8 10
Time (hr)
Fig. 3 Inlet Pressure signal at leak-free condition (1 psi = 6.89 kPa)
s g Il (60959 Jlad JUSew 3 K

Table 1 Different leak location conditions

u‘“‘“uls‘“ e

2,4,5,6 dgl bz gl
8,10, 12 ag Lz Lo
14, 15, 16, 18 gl s sl

9 o lois 16 )93 1395 ,3T (o830 SBle w i

sl (H) (79,5 s 9 0 Gl o295 Sl (W) ol o oS
“S g Ghgy el ol (29 dp 5 sl (53909 s8I Siliip
syl slagss LEW) 095 aaS sln Jy5 bS5 oSl
59y Sl (s (5 3loinaS E¥olas S o 8 solil 050 ol
N pSzsS EW) slas oS o sigh oo oolitd i3y (02 Sl
4 Sy o, @lp jlre Glo)SS L 00 )5 oad (s Gy ) HlEe SO
45 35500 Ul ol 3 g e Cibge sl sal e v (LY
LSl s a2l 00,5 gl 1) (29,5 =509y Ly (omae 4
DS o )8 Ltalesl yse (ge3] (59555 0 5l ekl b ¢ Jol> ANN
b popress Ul oS pdee 00938l s (o sesl sel e

J17] 09 oauzins

G o 8 Slos S 5 54-2
3 .. y . Lo .

i)l oyse T K yee )0 G Sl b s oo ) il s o Slas
m oo LIS sl jBliza s sle ol sla iy 5 Lo sl ols 1,8
odimslid giw gl Sl dds OIS Sbhles Hlaw e ol
48,5 I 0 59959 65ﬁ| Slp gainail i lawg a5 cul 6“’)5
ool aws Sy alyp ol gl g S g, ol 5 sl o
5 5 Slae 055 68 (KB 0 e o & e il
(11) Wolzs 3llas 45 CCR Lxe lawg g5 o |y (sotih i
Sged (bl 5B e 5
S o8 S e ile 65k8 el mex N

S o0 oSl glaals oled gox
Lol %0100 oo ganails &5 6l s JTM;{I Gl i S 1Y

CCR(%) = 100 11)

alllae 3yg0 dof L3
@ oS i gdyd b e ol S s adlae 9,90 Ay Las
3048) @ul 12 41 Jhd g oo yieshS 20 dg Las Job .cenl i
Lad L (0.0567 2m¥/sec) ft¥sec gl L 4y (39,9 (o2 el (o sl
0diiS JuS K vy 2,5 Lid .ol (3.1026 MPa) 450 psi (s3,9
1 JSe o dyd b by el o <uli (1.3789 MPa) 200 psi s,
Gl oals o0l UL...\

sojladl g boxe ol 4 i slassls g pSejlal a5 ol
Lo ol 09 (Sen Sim — g 58 sdlyd s (glp o ti ol Galie
Sy s SOl slaaasine wo S siludae KI5l 5 0 dy

150,
2
g’I(I[)
I
e
-
<
g _
< 50F LN
]
0 5000 10000 13000 20000

Pipeline length (m)
Fig. 1 First 20 kilometers of Golkhari to Binak pipeline profile

S 4y 5,05 gl las ylag sy 5l ol oesks 20 1 JSCi

! Levenberg-Marquardt
2 Gradient descent
% Confusion matrix

110



UblSed 9 (053 (450

uc’.'ua.a‘,yncmé)a')l:b.ol)&s)hTsh‘;jﬂgghfé,adﬂéﬁjleémllgMﬂy&)éww

5 il slacanty 3 Jyaz
Table 3 Different leakage conditions

Table 2 Different leak size conditions (linch = 2.54 cm)

Ayl bz o oid Cands oW oleuds
S g 1o

) b3 (gl 5SS has 2.
Ayl o> Loy 5 S8 yla3 3 s
g Lo slodl 5 SgS Sk 4 s
Ay L hatl g Lawgie i3 5 Ll
g 15 by g Lagie i3 6 L
dgf L sl 5 bagia Sl 7
g Lo sl g 5 lab 8 L
Ayl Las Loy 5 55 ylas 9 s
Ay b ol § Sy 5k 10 8

oles o35 5> slpesls o Sy cal g e eslinal g )lal sl s
soled 503 Jgaz @l a5 oil aidly ax g an] e ey Soge g
Lgdor § pSojll Glojen Ljgo 4 (29,5 (20 9 59959 b V>

Sgr aalgs (12) dolas &g 4 YK plk (590 i 40 g yo slo Shg
(Y, X9), X* = (Xf1 Xiar o X X1 XEp o XEp) (12)

X Ko Kl 5 23bn Bl splin sloSis XET o &5
oS5 X1 Xpp o Xin 5 29> @0 S bl sla S
Aol j55 e g2 )l Slp (639,9 Lid JuSw d)l-“]

ANN gt unm-3-4

4 g o oylley [-1 H1] sojl 4 2-4 iy o ean] Cewdy sla Shs
saY 98 Ghls peac aSl () 050 o 0ols MLPNN (gunaals s
0% 10 515 20 hls iy 4 o Casl 2y SV S 5 lony
A3 sz Glagbs ooled lil 4 (59955 (so0ls 2220w
&y 3l cis a2 saY s O GlaY el w3
U5 J T0% cosl ond oslind b 5t Ssipmle el g3lu et
4 Jsdz el oas bl aSis hisal sl doles JS& 4 leeols
S o Ol 1 G9! (gl o (Ll (sl lane

Silwdus Tl 9 S5
b lp l) G addd gl 5 w0 (LS dlie p Basns
Glos b 5 oad gl s 0T Slgiiy Sy - S gals)
LS w0 ol ol 0,5 s bolisid (55,9 23 Jifw J 225 cilisho
L Ol Soge slaShy 9 RBEINN gonail g I ool
85% sg0> CCR L 5,5 5 dawsin sl s asid jo polhe o Slae

8l Cawd

st grar &b (hjpel g oo d Jouer
Table 4 Artificial neural network training stopping criteria.

Jde abg Lo
0.001 kol oo
0.01 s vorine
200 55 S

* Hyperbolic tangent

111

(@) o b o3l S5 S ez
05,1 SrgS ylad
15,2 Laugte b
25,3 Sy kb

b s il slaome 15 1) (699)5 )Lad 5 (o255 (295 5 4 sla St
4 Oy 5 S g8 3l G (e Bl 1.27) @l 0.5 (g0l
I 550 slo Jiaws oIS cl Koo olee & azas go ol ble >
i e Lt 4l 36000 b 4l 26000 (L ,
Il & oan sloclles s B I8l s ouds sl glaosls
adsi claosls s e oasd 3 sz o o5 wisT e 055 oo 05y Toilie
Qloas G 4.0...]9 u,u)lf oS A (4] )‘)Blﬁ)a » o0
Oszed 2bns 8ly b e bl ais el s W slaesls
@9 b sng 9 ol b sy iamaislang 9 s pSeilul e
gdige Jlosl bosls @ 065 HSNR) 55 4 JUiSies dmieio o2 Jley
@097 4 o Sy Jelowi galaie s gloj (goj9> 0 o555 sleosls e

SR Jelei-2-4
I B sl eols s (7) B (4) sladsles s &5 wisF les

T
-+-2km-0.5inch

2.1 :
o-4km-0.5inch

205p AL iy
e o - Skm-0.5inch
2 2F —=-6km-0.5inch
é Losk - 8km-0.5inch
£ /m 10km-0.5inch
e 19 i +12km-0.5inch
L% 1.85F S a—g—e—a—d—a—e—g—a - 1 4km-0).5inch
i Sy Bed 8 - 15km-0.5inch
' s — 16km-0.5inch

o g oS QR T v
175 Lk ¢ o 18km-0.Sinch
Yoon 28000 30000 32000 34000 36000 38000

Time (sec)
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Fig. 5 Inlet pressure signals for different leak locations while leak size

is 0.5 inch (Linch = 2.54 cm; 1 psi = 6.89 kPa)
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Table 5 The effect of different feature extraction domains on leak
diagnosis
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Table 6 Main diagonal elements of probability confusion matrices
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