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Abstract: The potable water in residential hydraulic networks is measured using volumetric meters.
However, when the water carries air bubbles or pockets through the pipes, the accuracy of the
meter readings is reduced, which can negatively impact the billing that users pay for their water
consumption. A check valve accessory exists that reduces the size of these air bubbles to correct
the meter readings and improve the service experience. However, the device has only been tested
for networks with relative pressures higher than 275.79 kPa. This research proposes to characterize
the hydraulic behavior of the accessory through an experimental procedure in which the operating
conditions are similar to those found in water networks in Latin America, where the networks have
relative pressures lower than 275.79 kPa. The study found that the accessory significantly reduces the
coefficient of loss for velocities greater than 1 m/s. The use of the device is suggested in flow regimes
with Reynolds numbers close to 20,000 for operating conditions of temperatures close to 25 ◦C and
residential pipes with an internal diameter of 20.9 mm and a flow velocity between 1.3 m/s and
1.78 m/s. This condition allows it to operate with minimal local energy loss and a low coefficient of
loss, providing an improved service experience.

Keywords: pressure drop; check valve; loss coefficient

1. Introduction

The supply of water has been decisive for the cultural and economic development of
human societies [1]. The correct measurement of drinking water consumption is important
for both the client and the provider from the point of view of the service experience and the
evaluation of leaks in the networks [2,3]. The measuring instrument used to read residential
water consumption is of the volumetric meter type [4,5]. However, this equipment loses
precision in the readings if there are bubbles and air pockets in the pipes [6]. A reliable
way to avoid these inherent effects in the distribution of drinking water is through the
incorporation of a check valve that reduces the size of the air bubbles that pass through the
meter and that tend to impact the water supply utility billing. This component has been
studied computationally and through statistical experimentation techniques [7,8]. It has
been reported that its benefit in correcting the measurement of water consumption tends to
be significant for networks with relative pressures higher than 275.79 kPa [9]. Due to the
existing benefits, it is thought that by hydraulically characterizing this equipment there
would be possibilities for contemplating adaptation alternatives in drinking water distribu-
tion networks in developing countries, where residential water distribution pressures are
low [10,11]. With this alternative, it would be expected that customers have a chance to pay
bills for water consumption according to their actual consumption and not the consumption
that the volumetric meter registers when water and air flow through the pipes [12]. An
analysis that could be used to characterize this hydraulic accessory would be to estimate the
pressure drop and its coefficient of loss [13,14] with working gauge pressures not exceeding
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275.79 kPa. In this way, if the loss coefficient could be known for a range of home flows
in low-pressure networks, this information could serve as technical input for planning
urban water infrastructure projects with low-pressure networks such as those located in
developing countries and thus adapt these devices in future housing constructions such
as those supported by smart city models [15,16]. Therefore, estimating the loss coefficient
could be useful to project the energy requirement of pumping systems capable of sup-
plying the precious liquid to home networks with this adapted system. Various studies
have been carried out to analyze the energy loss and pressure drop of valves used in pipe
hydraulics by computational, experimental, or theoretical–experimental means to establish
improvements in their operation. Zhao et al. [17] modeled, using computational fluid dy-
namics tools and experimental studies, the effect of cavitation over a flow-regulating valve.
Their studies defined correlations such as pressure drop, opening percentage, cavitation
influence percentage, and discharge coefficient. Gan et al. [18] evaluated the pressure drop
of a labyrinth valve by computational means to reduce its noise generation depending
on the quality of the mesh, the type of mesh, and the flow rate, consequently, Go et al.
validated the results of Gan et al. with an experimental approach [19]. Santos et al. [20]
studied, using computational tools, the effect of a valve on the airflow in the intake system
of a diesel engine. In this study, they related flow speeds with the generation of vortices
and how this hydraulic phenomenon influences the mobility of the valve inside the equip-
ment. Benbella [21] experimentally studied the loss coefficient of a relief valve used in
a nuclear power plant for gas–liquid two-phase flow. In this study, the Darcy equation
and the collection of experimental data were used to estimate, through correlations, the
coefficient of loss and the pressure drop of the flow. Iravani and Toghraie [22] designed
a high-pressure test to investigate the performance of a ball valve used in compressible
flow. The impact of the flow rate and valve opening percentage on the flow coefficient and
loss coefficient was studied. In their conclusions, they highlighted the inverse relation-
ship between the valve pressure drop and the loss coefficient of this device. Yu et al. [23]
used theoretical–experimental studies to characterize and improve the behavior of a ball
valve considering the hydraulic and structural aspects of the component. Regarding its
pressure drop, a decrease in this indicator was observed as the percentage of opening
in the ball valve increased. Zhao et al. [24] studied, through numerical simulation and
experimental tests, the pressure drops in the section of a hydraulic oscillator valve. The
hydraulic behavior of the valve was compared as a function of the position of the hydraulic
oscillator and a study was carried out in a transitory state on the behavior of the pressure
drop of the device as a function of time. The experimental investigations reported in the
literature for estimating the loss coefficient in hydraulic elements suggest using curve
fittings of experimental data through correlations between the loss factor or pressure drop
and the fluid flow velocity [25–27]. Khayat and Afarideh [28] studied, with CFD tools, the
behavior of a venturi tube as a flow meter in applications for the transport of liquid and
gaseous non-Newtonian fluids. The results suggest that the discharge coefficient of this
device increases with increasing flow velocity and decreases with the volume fraction of
gas. The pressure drop of the equipment strongly depends on the viscosity and rheological
conditions of the liquid. The main objective of this study is to characterize, by experimen-
tal means, the behavior of this hydraulic accessory for network gauge pressures below
275.79 kPa by measuring variables such as flow velocity, minor losses in the accessory, and
the pressure drop in bench flows with and without this studied valve. This equipment has
proven its effectiveness in correcting the reading of volumetric meters for network gauge
pressures greater than 275.79 kPa. The novelty proposed in this research is in the data taken
from equipment operating under simulated conditions of the relative pressures of water
distribution in developing countries. It is expected that these results can be considered
a starting point in the redesign of this equipment for low-pressure residential hydraulic
networks commonly found in Latin America, and users can finally receive these benefits in
their drinking water consumption bills. With this hydraulic characterization, it is expected
to establish the trends of the coefficient of losses and their respective pressure drops from
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a range of velocities found in pipe networks with low pressures. The laboratory-scale
simulation of the hydraulics of this check valve is carried out only with water. The impact
of the air trapped in the pipe is not considered in this investigation because what is desired
is to analyze how this device responds during its operation while water flows through
it, which is the public service that customers access through the network pipeline. The
structure of the article is as follows: Section 2 describes the methodology and planning of
the experiment design, Section 3 presents the results and discussion of this research, and
Section 4 contains the main conclusions of this work.

2. Materials and Methods

Figure 1 proposes a scheme to measure the loss coefficient of the check valve consider-
ing the approach of similar studies to evaluate this characteristic in valves of another type
or hydraulic accessories for the control and transport of fluids [17,23,29]. Considering that
the flow circulates between points 1 and 2, the hydraulic energy loss that the fluid current
would have in that area is

hL =
P1 − P2

γ
(m) (1)

where:

hL: One-dimensional energy loss in a check valve (m).
P1: Pressure measured by a manometer upstream of the valve (kPa).
P2: Pressure measured by a manometer downstream of the valve (kPa).
γ: Specific weight of the fluid flowing through the valve (kN/m3).

The energy loss of a hydraulic accessory is related to the coefficient of resistance. As
suggested by Crane [29], Gabl [30], and Jianhua [31], for the analysis of pressure drops and
the estimation of loss coefficients in valves, the energy loss related to the length of the pipe
that connects the pressure measurement points with the accessory must be considered, as
shown in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. A diagram to measure pressure drops in the check valve.

The estimated values of friction losses were considered in the region where the valve
was located. For this reason, the Darcy equation was included in this study and the
hydraulic loss in the bank is:

hL,minor loss =

(
K

V2

2g

)
(m) (2)
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the friction or major head loss is calculated by

hL,friction =

(
f

L
D

V2

2g

)
(m) (3)

Therefore, the energetic losses in the pipe and check valve between points 1 and 2, are:

hL =

(
K

V2

2g

)
+

(
f

L
D

V2

2g

)
(m) (4)

where

K: Local coefficient of loss of pipe fitting.
V: Flow stream velocity (m/s).
g: Gravity (m/s2).
f: Darcy friction factor.
L: Pipe length before and after the valve position between the pressure measurement points (m).
D: Internal diameter of the pipe (m).
A: Pipe cross-sectional area (m2).
hL,minor loss: Minor head loss (m).
hL,friction: Major head loss (m).

Considering the continuity equation for an incompressible fluid flowing through a
cross-section of a pipe:

Q = AV
(

m3

s

)
(5)

The pipe cross-sectional area as a function of the internal diameter of the pipe is:

A =
π

4
D2 (m2) (6)

Subsequently, by equating Equation (1) with (4) and rewriting the velocity expression
as a function of Equation (5) [29,32], we obtain:

K
Q2

2A2g
=

(
P1 − P2

γ

)
−
(

f
L
D

Q2

2A2g

)
(7)

Solving for the local coefficient of valve losses [33–35], Equation (7), results in

K =

(
2(P1 − P2)A2g

γQ2

)
−
(

f
L
D

)
(8)

The friction factor was estimated through the Swamee–Jain equation for the turbulent
flow regime:

f =
0.25[

log10

(
1

3.7(D
ε )

+ 5.74
Re0.9

)]2 (9)

The Reynolds number was calculated for circular pipe sections as

Re =
VD
ν

(10)

where:

ε: Absolute roughness;
Re: Reynolds number;
ν: Kinematic viscosity of water (m/s2).
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2.1. Experimental Planning

Figure 2a presents the check valve of the present study through an exploded view
where the components that comprise it are detailed. Figure 2b presents a scheme for the
pressure readings at the points of interest in Figure 1, while Figure 2c is the experimental
setup of this experiment. According to Equation (8), the loss coefficient of any hydraulic
accessory located between points 1 and 2 of Figure 2b is sensitive to pressure changes
generated by the device. The quadratic effects of area and discharge are related to flow
dynamics. This check valve is made of ABS material for residential applications, so its
absolute roughness could be considered a drawn tube for hydraulic applications. The
commercial diameter of this accessory is adaptable for φ3/4′′ SCH40 nominal pipes. Since
the cross-section is constant for this study, the variables that could be measured experi-
mentally according to Equation (8) would be the pressure before and after the valve and
the circulation flow rate. The section length L in Figure 2b is specified as 10 cm according
to the construction of the experimental equipment. The length of the hose connecting the
hydraulic bench to the system where the pressure measurements were taken before and
after the check valve is 3.8 m. The coefficient of loss of the check valve is estimated through
the measurement of the pressure drop and the flow rate of this device in a hydraulic
bench [29,36]. For this, incremental flow and pressure measurements were made before
and after the position of the check valve in the assembly of Figure 2b,c. The range of flows
evaluated for the characterization of the check device was chosen based on the suggested
velocities for water pipes in domestic networks in Colombia [10]. The working pressure of
the system was adjusted with the help of a control valve located in the hydraulic bench so
that the working pressures before the entrance to the check valve did not exceed 147 kPa to
comply with the regulated home network pressures by resolution 0330 of 2017 of Colombia.
The hydraulic bank used for the recirculation of water is an ARMFIELD reference F1-10.
This control valve allows for regulating the water flow as a percentage, through the number
of turns made by the stem of this valve. Since this experimental setup has a Blue-White
industry F-2000 digital flowmeter to measure the flows, it was considered through the
number of turns of the stem, the respective flow that circulated through the hydraulic bank,
for the position of the valve stem. The flowmeter range is 1-760LPM, which covers the
suggested flows for low-pressure potable water distribution for residential applications
found in developing countries in Latin America such as Colombia, ranging from 12 LPM
to 30 LPM [10,37]. The connections between the bench and the φ3/4′′ SCH40 PVC pipe
are made with a transparent hose of the same nominal diameter. To measure the pres-
sure, two Winters brand glycerin manometers, reference PFQ903R1R11, with a range of
0–413.68 kPa (0–60 PSI) and 1.5% of the accuracy of full scale, were placed before and after
the valve position. This suggests that since the maximum value of the range is 413.68 kPa
(60 psi), the pressure gauge can have an accuracy of 6.2 kPa (0.9 psi) at any point on the
scale. The present study reports that the output of the hydraulic bench is free to discharge
in all evaluated experimental runs. Therefore, the manometer downstream (point 2, in
Figure 2b) of the check valve is at a value of zero for all the observed data, considering the
short stretch between the position of the manometer and the discharge of the water flow,
which does not exceed 30 cm. The water was operated at a temperature of 25 ◦C inside
the hydraulic bench. Finally, the data were collected and analyzed through the EES and
Statgraphics programs to evaluate the correlation and behavior of the variables studied in
this research. The data collected and the technical information of the experimental set-up
can be consulted in the supplementary material of this work.
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2.2. Terms of Theoretical Error

According to Gabl et al. [30], it is possible to incorporate the errors associated with
pressure measurements into the equations derived in this study for the hydraulic character-
ization of the check valve. Thus, the term for theoretical error is added to Equation (8) for
each measured value and its influence on the equations dependent on this measurement.
This error term is related to the precision of the measurement and is considered equal to
the one provided by the manufacturer of the measuring equipment. The term ep is added
to the pressure measurements at points 1 and 2 in Figure 2b and is defined as

∆P = P1 − P2(kPa) (11)

The partial local loss coefficient of the check valve is then considered as Kε. The
difference ∆Ke between Ke and K defines the precision of the measurement between the
pressures at points 1 and 2. For this, it is considered that ep is independent and constant.
Therefore, we have:

∆Ke = Ke −K (12)
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Given that,

Ke =
2A2g
γQ2

(
∆P + ep

)
− f

L
D

(13)

The change associated with the loss coefficient due to the error in pressure measure-
ment is

∆Ke =

[
2A2g
γQ2

(
∆P + ep

)
− f

L
D

]
−
[

2A2g
γQ2 (∆P)−

(
f

L
D

)]
(14)

∆Ke =
2A2g
γQ2 ep (15)

This factor is considered to mark the range of values for the minor loss of the fitting
according to Equation (2) due to the precision of the pressure gauge and disregarding the
frictional effect of the pipe. This approach can be used to analyze any additional variable
that depends on the pressure gauge readings to proceed with the hydraulic characterization
of that check valve.

3. Results

Table 1 presents the measurements of flow velocity, pressure drop, and the numerical
estimates with Equations (1), (5) and (7) of the local loss in the fitting and coefficient
of loss of the check valve. The flow velocities were selected to obtain the hydraulic
characterization of the check valve according to the self-cleaning criteria that residential
drinking water pipes in Colombia should have as a design condition [10]. Figure 3 presents
a comparison between the major and minor losses of the system, between the points where
the pressure measurement was placed before and after the location of the check valve,
and for different Reynolds numbers. For the Reynolds numbers evaluated in this work
where the temperature was 25 ◦C and the inside diameter of the pipe was 20.9 mm, the
frictional energy loss obtained by Darcy’s formula for the pipe length L is small compared
to the minor losses caused by the check valve. The frictional loss estimation for Figure 3
was calculated using Equations (3), (5), (6), (9) and (10). According to Table 1, it can
be considered that the effects of frictional loss for a straight section are negligible in the
assembly of this hydraulic bench, including the length of the hose of the experimental
setup. This could be justified because both the length and the absolute roughness possess
values that contribute to making this factor minimal, and therefore it is expected that the
contribution of the major head losses is negligible. Consequently, when comparing the
major and minor head loss values in Figure 3, the significant effect of the pressure drop
in the water stream would be in the passage of this fluid through the interior of the check
valve. The supplementary materials of this research are given in the link given at the end
of this manuscript. It contains images of the experimental setup, dataset and the technical
information about the instruments used to collect the data.

Figure 4 is an adjusted linear model that represents the correlation between the flow
velocity and the pressure drop of the check valve, represented by the black line in Figure 4,
and considers the range of recommended flow values for the design of conduction pipes
for domestic pipes in Colombia. The blue lines are the lower and upper prediction limits
for new observations. These extreme limits describe how much it would be possible to
predict where a new observation might be positioned for the correlation between velocity
and pressure drop. Regardless of sample size, new observations could vary around the
black line based on the estimated standard deviation. The pressure drop in the valve
is directly proportional to the flow velocity that circulates through the device and tends
to produce pressure drops with less dispersion for velocity values between 1.4 m/s and
1.8 m/s. This could be because, for these velocity values, the fluid would be completely
developed. In this sense, the pressure drop and the flow velocity are directly proportional
with an adjusted correlation coefficient of 98.13 [29].
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Table 1. Results of the experimental runs. All data were collected with an inside diameter of 20.9 mm
and a water temperature of 25 ◦C.

Flow
Velocity

Pressure
Drop

Reynolds
Number

Friction
Factor

Frictional Loss
between

Manometers

Loss in the Hose
before the

Experimental Setup

Head of Energy Loss
in Check Valve, hL

Loss
Coefficient

V, m/s ∆P, kPa Re f f L
D

V2

2g , m f L
D

V2

2g , m K V2

2g , m K

0.369 82.77 8631.5 0.032 0.011 0.018 8.45 1216.5

0.510 85.53 11,925.2 0.030 0.019 0.031 8.73 658.0

0.704 96.57 16,468.1 0.027 0.033 0.053 9.84 389.1

1.030 110.36 24,077.5 0.025 0.064 0.104 11.22 207.5

1.195 110.36 27,939.0 0.024 0.083 0.134 11.20 153.9

1.336 117.26 31,232.6 0.023 0.101 0.163 11.89 130.7

1.399 124.16 32,709.0 0.023 0.110 0.177 12.59 126.1

1.506 124.16 35,207.6 0.023 0.125 0.202 12.57 108.7

1.540 126.91 36,002.6 0.022 0.130 0.210 12.85 106.3

1.579 131.05 36,911.2 0.022 0.136 0.219 13.26 104.4

1.618 131.05 37,819.8 0.022 0.142 0.229 13.26 99.4

1.637 131.05 38,274.1 0.022 0.145 0.234 13.26 97.0

1.657 131.05 38,728.4 0.022 0.148 0.239 13.25 94.7

1.695 131.05 39,637.0 0.022 0.154 0.249 13.25 90.4

1.705 133.81 39,864.1 0.022 0.155 0.251 13.53 91.3

1.715 133.81 40,091.3 0.022 0.157 0.254 13.53 90.2

1.720 133.81 40,204.8 0.022 0.158 0.255 13.52 89.7

1.729 136.57 40,432.0 0.022 0.159 0.258 13.81 90.6

1.729 137.95 40,432.0 0.022 0.159 0.258 13.95 91.5

1.734 137.95 40,545.6 0.022 0.160 0.259 13.95 91.0

1.749 137.95 40,886.3 0.022 0.163 0.263 13.94 89.4

1.749 137.95 40,886.3 0.022 0.163 0.263 13.94 89.4

1.749 137.95 40,886.3 0.022 0.163 0.263 13.94 89.4

1.759 137.95 41,113.4 0.022 0.164 0.265 13.94 88.4

1.759 137.95 41,113.4 0.022 0.164 0.265 13.94 88.4

1.759 137.95 41,113.4 0.022 0.164 0.265 13.94 88.4

1.759 137.95 41,113.4 0.022 0.164 0.265 13.94 88.4

1.768 137.95 41,340.6 0.022 0.166 0.268 13.94 87.5

1.768 137.95 41,340.6 0.022 0.166 0.268 13.94 87.5

1.768 137.95 41,340.6 0.022 0.166 0.268 13.94 87.5

Figure 5 describes the behavior of the loss coefficient K of the valve with the flow
velocity in the pipeline. For the range of flow velocities studied, any velocity greater
than 1 m/s significantly reduces the coefficient of loss of the check valve. It is observed
that for speeds between 1.6 m/s and 1.8 m/s, the value of the loss coefficient tends to be
constant and close to a value of 90. This trend reinforces what was found in Figure 4 for
the fully developed flow in the check valve and what has been reported in the literature
on the coefficient of loss in hydraulic fittings, which tends to be constant under these fluid
movement conditions [38]. For velocity values between 0.5 m/s and 1.4 m/s, the loss
coefficient shows varied values depending on the flow regime that conditions the passage
of the fluid through the check valve. The tendency to decrease the value of the coefficient
K in Figure 5 and Table 1 for the increase in flow velocity could be due to an effect of
the amount of movement of the current as the velocity of the fluid increases. When the
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flow hits the stem, it generates a force that deforms the compression spring of the valve in
Figure 2a and generates more available space in the device for the fluid to flow through it
with less resistance [7]. The check valve reaches an opening limit and a constant resistance
that adjusts the free discharge of the fluid, downstream of the experimental assembly of
Figure 2 [25,38].
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Based on the previous results of this study, a nonlinear regression model was devel-
oped using the Statgraphics software to predict the coefficient K. For this, the profile of the
curve of Figure 5 was observed, which has exponential correlation tendencies, showing
high values of K for small magnitudes of flow velocity. The formulation is:

K = exp(a+b×V) (16)

where Equations (16) and (17) present the nonlinear regression model for the check valve:

K = exp(6.93−1.42×V) (17)

Table 2 presents the values of a and b as statistically significant to represent the
coefficient of loss of the check valve according to the model of Equation (16). This could be
because, for the intercept and slope, the P-tests of the nonlinear regression analysis are less
than 0.05. This occurs under a 95% confidence level. The adjusted correlation coefficient of
this model is close to 96.2% [25,39].

Table 2. Nonlinear regression parameters between loss coefficient and flow velocity in a check valve.

Model: K = exp(a+b×V)

Estimated p-Value

Intercept 6.93772 0.0

Slope −1.42437 0.0

Figure 6 presents a relationship between the coefficient of loss of the check valve and
the local loss of the accessory concerning the Reynolds number, which was estimated to
have an inside diameter of 20.9 mm and a water temperature of 25 ◦C. As the flow rate
increases, the loss coefficient decreases inside the device. This trend is similar to the one
presented by the check valve concerning the flow velocity of Figure 5, which could be
related because the Reynolds number and the velocity of flow in the pipe are directly
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proportional. On the other hand, the energy loss of the device increases as the Reynolds
number is greater. The inverse behaviors between the loss coefficient and the minor
loss concerning the Reynolds number could be due to the condition of fully developed
flow in the valve for values of flow velocities between 1.4 m/s and 1.8 m/s according to
Figures 4 and 5, respectively. Therefore, according to the point of convergence between
these variables, it is believed that a Reynolds number close to 20,000 could minimize both
the effect of the energy loss of this check valve and the loss coefficient, K [21].
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Figure 6. Comparison between the loss coefficient and the check valve energy loss for various
Reynolds numbers.

Figure 7 shows the behavior of the flow that circulates through the hydraulic bench
under study when the recirculation flow was measured with and without a check valve
under the stipulated working relative pressures below 147 kPa. The bank control valve
was gradually opened while the operating flow was recorded with the flowmeter. It is
observed that for opening percentages lower than 25%, the hydraulic bench behaved in
a very similar way with and without a check valve. The check valve set the recirculation
flow for values above 30% to an approximate value of 36 LPM. This could be due to the
fully developed flow condition when maximum deformation is achieved in the internal
spring of the check valve.

The behavior of the hydraulic bank without the check valve installed shows a greater
volume of water per unit of time for the same percentages of the opening of the control
valve. The difference between the flow with and without a check valve ranges from 18 LPM
to 28 LPM for opening percentages in the bank control valve greater than 38%. This
reduction in the recirculation flow could explain why this device should be redesigned
for relative pressures below 275.79 kPa since placing it directly on low-pressure potable
water distribution networks would affect the flow in customers’ residential pipes and,
therefore, would affect the drinking water service. The supply could be affected in the
residential units if, during peak hours, the demand for water from the network increases
and, consequently, the pressures in the network decrease.
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Figure 7. Hydraulic behavior of the experimental setup with and without the check valve.

4. Discussion

The methodological approach of this research is quantitative. This is because a rela-
tionship was investigated between the measured variables such as the flow rate and the
pressure difference before and after the passage of the fluid through the valve to know the
hydraulic behavior of this device concerning the pressure drop, the flow velocity, the flow
regime, the loss coefficient, and the frictional losses of the hydraulic bank. This approach is
widely used in research related to the hydraulic characterization of pipe fittings because,
with the help of experimentation, it is possible to validate the hydraulic flow theories of
these devices through the observation of their behavior under controlled operating condi-
tions. This is the case for the experimental study related to the pressure characteristics and
flow coefficient of a butterfly valve carried out by Quang et al. [39]. In this investigation,
the phenomenon of aeration and its influence on pressure readings and other disadvan-
tages in piping systems was evaluated. The investigation used an experiment to analyze
the behavior of a butterfly valve concerning measurable variables such as the opening
percentage, the flow rate, and the pressure at various points in the pipeline. The study
carried out by Quang et al. is similar to the results of the present investigation because it
deduces a parametric equation that allows for predicting the behavior of the valve based
on the conditions measured in the process. The present study considered the frictional
loss effect negligible due to the magnitudes of the energy losses obtained by the valve
compared to those calculated by Equations (2)–(8) and reported in Table 1. This aspect
has been employed in other studies related to the analysis of frictional losses in fittings, as
in the case of Gabl et al. [30]. These authors used a similar mathematical approach to the
one presented in this work in Equation (8) to estimate the energy loss of a fitting with an
asymmetric orifice based on the measurement of the pressure drop upstream and down-
stream of it. By comparing the theoretical values of the frictional loss with the precision of
the pressure gauges, the approach is considered reliable for the range of values studied in
this experimental setup. According to the trend described in Figure 3, A similar result was
obtained by Kwon [40] for the estimation of major and minor losses in a hydraulic assembly
to estimate the load losses in some studied pipe fittings. Comparisons between the major
and minor frictional losses of a hydraulic line contribute to defining the influence of each of
these effects inherent to the transport of the fluid through closed conduction elements and
thus establish under which flow regime they can be considered significant or negligible. For
Figure 4 and the relationship between pressure drop and flow velocity in the pipeline, these
trends have a behavior similar to those reported by CRANE [29] for the characterization of



Water 2023, 15, 2475 13 of 16

valves or pipe accessories. The results show a directly proportional relationship between
the variables analyzed experimentally. The results of Figure 5 are in line with the trend
reported by de Moraes et al. [25] and Wen et al. [41] when comparing the coefficient of
loss of a hydraulic fitting to the velocity of the fluid. In their results, the tendency of
the loss coefficient to decrease and later stabilize with the increase in the flow velocity
of the current is noted. Al Washali et al. [42] proposed a non-linear regression model of
the exponential type to describe the coefficient of loss, concerning the available head of a
reservoir, in volumetric meters to measure water consumption in residential applications.
In a study carried out to estimate the coefficient of loss of a tee fitting for the transport
of bulk material, De Morais et al. [25] performed a curve fit of some experimental data
between the loss coefficient and the flow velocity. In this sense, it is confirmed that the loss
coefficient is generally expressed using a mathematical function from a correlation analysis
between this indicator and a hydraulic variable. Benbella [21] carried out an experimental
study that used Darcy’s equations and an experimental setup to estimate a correlation that
defined the pressure drop and its loss coefficient in a relief valve that controls the passage
of a gas–liquid mixture to preserve safety in a nuclear plant. In his study, he analyzed
the influence of the Reynolds number on the accuracy of his experimental model for the
practice and safe design of nuclear power plants. In this sense, the assembly carried out in
this research and its methodology is based on hydraulic principles and experimentation
like those proposed by Benbella in the search to characterize the energy loss in a pipe
accessory. This document has characterized the hydraulic behavior of a check valve based
on experimental measurements made with two manometers upstream and downstream of
the location of this accessory in an experimental bench at a laboratory scale. The reading
of variables based on experimental measurements has uncertainties related to the range
where this measurement could be found due to the use of sensors that are implemented to
explain the physical phenomenon [30]. The accuracy of these instruments was considered
for the propagation of the uncertainty in the search for variables calculated based on the
equations. As shown in Figures 1 and 2c, the pressure gauge located just after the check
valve marked a value of zero because it was close to the free discharge of the recirculating
water jet from the hydraulic bench. This behavior is like what could be found in the reading
of a differential manometer linked to a pressure transducer. A differential pressure gauge
transducer tends to be more accurate than those employed in this research for pressure
reading. The use of electronic devices instead of analog ones for data reading based on
pressure measurement may potentially improve interpretations of the relationship between
the studied variables to hydraulically characterize this check valve in potable water distri-
bution networks. The accuracy of analog manometers and pressure transducers has been
compared [43,44], and the results were analyzed based on various uncertainty conditions
such as repetition, resolution, hysteresis, or zero drift. The implementation of a pressure
transducer to hydraulically characterize this valve could be a potential improvement in
future research related to the implementation of this device in drinking water hydraulic
networks with low network pressures. However, as suggested by Gilbert [43], the precision
of these pressure transducers will depend on the materials from which the equipment is
made. This can also be affected by temperature effects, linearity, and repeatability. With
the results of this research and their respective measurement limitations for the hydraulic
characterization of a check valve, a starting point is proposed for the implementation of this
device in future low-pressure potable water distribution network projects, such as those
found in Latin America. It is expected that these types of accessories can be used to correct
the reading of volumetric water meters in residential applications.

5. Conclusions

The present study carried out a hydraulic characterization of a check valve used to
correct the reading of volumetric water meters operating at low hydraulic pressures and
studying variables such as flow velocity, loss coefficient, pressure drop, loss load energy of
the device, and the recirculation flow in the hydraulic bench with and without the check
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valve. the effect of this check valve on the hydraulics of a pipe with low network pressures
reduces the flow in the pipes since the coefficient of loss increases for low flow velocities.
In this sense, it is recommended to use it for flow velocities greater than 1 m/s since its
loss coefficient begins to decrease significantly from this value. The behavior between the
loss coefficient and the flow velocity was correlated with a non-linear regression model
with an adjusted correlation coefficient greater than 96% and with an exponential trend. A
direct proportionality was observed between flow velocity and check valve pressure drop.
The results on the energy loss of the fluid presented here are considered negligible for the
condition of major losses by the assembly of the hydraulic bench compared to the minor
loss measured by the check valve. Implementing this check valve in residential potable
water distribution networks with low pressures and without any adaptation or redesign
could affect the customers’ water service given the difference between the flows when the
check valve is installed or not. An alternative that does not affect the experience of the
water service and at the same time does not modify the original conformation of the check
valve would be to provide water re-pumping units to the residential networks to consider
the energy loss estimated in this study. In this case, it is proposed to use this device for
a flow regime with a Reynolds number close to 20,000 to operate with a minimum value
of the loss coefficient K and a small pressure drop. The value of the Reynolds number
would be obtained for pipes with an internal diameter of 20.9 mm and a water temperature
of 25 ◦C. For future studies of this check valve, it suggests will consider the behavior of
the fluid with respect to the dissolved oxygen in the water when this device operates in
pipes and the implementation of visualization flow techniques such as the shadowgraph
method. In this way, it could be estimated how much air could travel in the flow stream for
a range of pressures stipulated for residential low-pressure distribution networks. Finally,
this study can be improved if a DAQ powered by the signals sent by pressure transducers
and a flowmeter connected to this hydraulic bench is implemented.
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