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The discussion questions Eq. (25) of the original paper, arguing
that the supply may exceed demand (S;;, > De;;); however, this
argument is erroneous. Eq. (25) and other efficiency criteria pre-
sented in the original paper were used to evaluate the performance
of the developed optimization model. The optimization model pre-
sented in the original paper prescribes that the amount of supply is
always less than or equal to the demand. Therefore, the condition in
which the supply exceeds the demand does not occur in any nodes
of the network at any time. S, ;, is a state variable of the optimization
model. In other words, S; , derives from the demand supply index
(i) so that S; , = o, X De; . The value of o, is related to the
decision variables of the optimization model and is equal to zero or
one. When «; ;, = 1, the demand of node i at hydraulic time step &
is fully supplied (S;, = 1 x De; ), = De;;); when «; ;, = 0, the de-
mand of node i at hydraulic time step / is not supplied (S;, =
0 x De;;, = 0). Consequently, the only possible values for S;  are
De;, or zero, and S; ;, does not exceed De; ;, [see Egs. (5)—(10) of
the original paper].

The discussion proposed a demand-based weighted mean for
evaluating resiliency instead of Eq. (26) of the original paper, which
evaluates resiliency with the geometric mean; however, a demand-
based weighted mean is not appropriate for evaluating resiliency
of a water distribution network (WDN) under water shortage.
The demand-based weighted mean presented in the discussion con-
siders nodes with high demand to be more important than nodes
with low demand. This consideration is not fair under the water
shortage situation because the individuals who are connected to
a low-demand node have the same right as those individuals who
are connected to a high-demand node. Rather, using a geometric
mean that emphasizes equality among nodes is a fairer proposition.
Solgi et al. (2015) discussed equanimity and justice principles in
water distribution networks under water shortage and presented
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efficiency criteria including resiliency and reliability based on the
geometric mean. Other studies applied the geometric mean for
evaluating the resiliency of WDNs under intermittent water supply
(Soltanjalili et al. 2013; Bozorg-Haddad et al. 2016b). A geometric
mean reflects a better value for a condition in which all nodes have
the same resiliency, in comparison to a condition in which some
nodes have a good resiliency but others do not. Implementation
of a demand-based weighted mean is reasonable in some cases.
For example, in the initial design of WDNSs, using a demand-based
weighted mean is prevalent (e.g., Wang et al. 2014; Bozorg-Haddad
et al. 2016a, 2017). The purpose of an initial design is satisfying
demands with a desirable pressure. Whenever a demand is satisfied
with an undesirable pressure, it is considered as a failure. Appli-
cation of a demand-based weighted mean is justified because dur-
ing a failure, the demand of customers is fully satisfied, but with a
small violation of the desired pressure; however, the operation of
WDNSs under water shortage as it is proposed in the original paper
is such that during a failure period, customers do not have any ac-
cess to water even with a low, undesirable pressure. This means that
operators and customers face a serious water supply interruption.
In this case, it is not fair that individuals connected to low-demand
nodes endure long periods without water, whereas individuals con-
nected to high-demand nodes are well supplied. For these reasons,
the demand-based weighted mean proposed by the discusser has
serious shortcomings. A demand-based weighted mean would be
a viable choice for a condition in which high-demand nodes have
good resiliency and low-demand nodes have poor resiliency in
comparison to a condition in which all nodes have the same resil-
iency. For example, consider a network with two nodes, whose
resiliency in two different cases, A and B, are listed in Table 1.
Nodes 1 and 2 have low and high demand, respectively. Case A
imposes a much longer period of failure on Node 1 in comparison
to Node 2; however, Case B is a condition in which both Nodes 1
and 2 have the same resiliency. Case A represents an unfair con-
dition, whereas Case B represents a fair condition for all customers,
regardless of the type of node to which they are connected. Thus,
Case B is preferable over Case A. However, applying the demand-
based weighted mean, the average resiliencies of Cases A and B,
respectively, are (2 x 0.056 + 12 x 0.333)/14 = 0.293 and (2 x
0.167 + 12 x 0.167)/14 = 0.167, which shows that Case A is
superior to Case B. In contrast, the geometric mean applied by the
original paper correctly shows that Case B is superior to Case A.

The average resiliencies of Cases A and B are 1/(0.056 x 0.333) =

0.137 and +/(0.167 x 0.167) = 0.167, which shows that the aver-
age resiliency of Case B is better (larger) than that of Case A. Using
a demand-based weighted mean may be misleading for evaluating
the performance of a WDN under water scarcity. A geometric mean
that emphasizes equality among nodes, on the other hand, is pref-
erable over a demand-based weighted mean. By implementing a

Table 1. Data for a Water Distribution Network with Two Nodes under
Two Different Conditions

Number of Number of
failures (time failure events
Demand steps) (spells) A;
Node (unit) Case A Case B Case A Case B Case A Case B
1 2 18 6 1 1 0.056  0.167
2 12 3 6 1 1 0.333  0.167
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demand-based operation, some operators of WDNs may provide a
good service to many customers at the expense of a small number
of customers. From the perspective of a single customer, the
WDN fails if the network cannot satisfy its demand, regard-
less of whether the customer is connected to a high-demand or
a low-demand node. Consequently, in the original paper, the same
importance is assigned to all nodes of the network by applying a
geometric mean.

The discussion proposed applying a demand-based weighted
mean for Eq. (27) of the original paper, which evaluates water-
quality resiliency with a geometric mean; however, using the
applied geometric mean is more appropriate than the proposed
demand-based weighted mean for evaluating water-quality resil-
iency. This is so because the applied geometric mean is more
conservative. By using the geometric mean, the occurrence of
low water-quality resiliency at only one node of the network con-
siderably affects the mean resiliency of the network. The proposed
demand-based weighted mean, on the other hand, is such that good
resiliency at high-demand nodes may hide poor resiliency at low-
demand nodes. Given the importance attached to water quality and
its effects on human health in the original paper, the geometric
mean is more conservative and therefore preferable over the
demand-based approach insinuated by the discussers.

Several studies have considered water quality in the normal op-
eration of WDNSs (e.g., Sakarya and Mays 2000; Biscos et al. 2003;
Kang and Lansey 2010; Kurek and Ostfeld 2014). The original
paper recently considered water quality in optimal operation of
WDNss under water shortage, which is a topic that had previously
received minimal attention. Yet, there are possibilities for improve-
ment that shall be covered in future studies by the authors of the
discussed paper.

References

Biscos, C., Mulholland, M., Le Lann, M. V., Buckley, C. A., and
Brouckaet, C. J. (2003). “Optimal operation of water distribution

© ASCE

07017002-2

networks by predictive control using MINLP.” Water SA, 29(4),
393-404.

Bozorg-Haddad, O., Ghajarnia, N., Solgi, M., Lodiciga, H. A., and Marifio,
M. A. (2016a). “A DSS-based honeybee mating optimization (HBMO)
algorithm for single- and multi-objective design of water distribution
networks.” Metaheuristics and optimization in civil engineering, Vol. 7,
Springer, New York, 199-233.

Bozorg-Haddad, O., Ghajarnia, N., Solgi, M., Lodiciga, H. A., and Marifio,
M. A. (2017). “Multi-objective design of water distribution systems
based on the fuzzy reliability index.” J. Water Supply Res. Technol.
AQUA, 66(1), 36-48.

Bozorg-Haddad, O., Hoseini-Ghafari, S., Solgi, M., and Lodiciga, H. A.
(2016b). “Intermittent urban water supply with protection of con-
sumers’ welfare.” J. Pipeline Syst. Eng. Pract., 10.1061/(ASCE)PS
.1949-1204.0000231, 04016002.

Kang, D., and Lansey, K. (2010). “Real-time optimal valve operation and
booster disinfection for water quality in water distribution systems.”
J. Water Resour. Plann. Manage., 10.1061/(ASCE)WR.1943-5452
.0000056, 463-473.

Kurek, W., and Ostfeld, A. (2014). “Multiobjective water distribution
systems control of pumping cost, water quality, and storage-reliability
constraints.” J. Water Resour. Plann. Manage., 10.1061/(ASCE)WR
.1943-5452.0000309, 184-193.

Sakarya, A., and Mays, L. (2000). “Optimal operation of water distribution
pumps considering water quality.” J. Water Resour. Plann. Manage.,
10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9496(2000)126:4(210), 210-220.

Solgi, M., Bozorg-Haddad, O., Seifollahi-Aghmiuni, S., and Lodiciga,
H. A. (2015). “Intermittent operation of water distribution networks
considering equanimity and justice principles.” J. Pipeline Syst. Eng.
Pract., 10.1061/(ASCE)PS.1949-1204.0000198, 04015004.

Soltanjalili, M. J., Bozorg-Haddad, O., and Marifio, M. A. (2013). “Oper-
ating water distribution networks during water shortage conditions us-
ing hedging and intermittent water supply concepts.” J. Water Resour.
Plann. Manage., 10.1061/(ASCE)WR.1943-5452.0000315, 644-659.

Wang, Q., Guidolin, M., Savic, D., and Kapelan, Z. (2014). “Two-
objective design of benchmark problems of a water distribution
system via MOEAs: Towards the best-known approximation of
the true Pareto front.” J. Water Resour. Plann. Manage., 10.1061
/(ASCE)WR.1943-5452.0000460, 04014060.

J. Pipeline Syst. Eng. Pract.

J. Pipeline Syst. Eng. Pract., 2018, 9(1): 07017002


https://doi.org/10.2166/aqua.2016.067
https://doi.org/10.2166/aqua.2016.067
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)PS.1949-1204.0000231
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)PS.1949-1204.0000231
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)WR.1943-5452.0000056
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)WR.1943-5452.0000056
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)WR.1943-5452.0000309
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)WR.1943-5452.0000309
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9496(2000)126:4(210)
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)PS.1949-1204.0000198
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)WR.1943-5452.0000315
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)WR.1943-5452.0000460
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)WR.1943-5452.0000460



