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Highlights
. Hydrology, Statistics and GIS were regarded in order to develop software with a

multidisciplinary approach.

. This informatics tool has an interface through web access but geographically

constrained.

. The web application was used for 9 scenarios in urban areas of Mexico.
. Water savings up to 46,500 L were reached in the assessment for average
conditions.
Abstract

The current study describes the development of a Decision Support System (DSS) for
estimating the optimal tank size of rainwater harvesting systems (RHS). Site-specific conditions
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are incorporated into the analysis, including those of the local rainfall regime and domestic
demand for water, in addition to the desired level of confidence.

The developed DSS is accessible via the interface of a web application, in which the annual
efficiency of potential water savings by RHSs is analyzed by a simulation based on historical
rainfall data and rainfall distribution.

The developed DSS was applied and validated for nine case studies in the State of Mexico,
considering three distinct rainfall regimes and catchments area. According to estimates, an
annual potential water savings of up to 46,500 L per household may be achieved under
average conditions.
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The current study describes the development of a Decision Support System (DSS) for estimating the
optimal tank size of rainwater harvesting systems (RHS). Site-specific conditions are incorporated into
the analysis, including those of the local rainfall regime and domestic demand for water, in addition to
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the desired level of confidence.
The developed DSS is accessible via the interface of a web application, in which the annual efficiency of

potential water savings by RHSs is analyzed by a simulation based on historical rainfall data and rainfall
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The developed DSS was applied and validated for nine case studies in the State of Mexico, considering
three distinct rainfall regimes and catchments area. According to estimates, an annual potential water
savings of up to 46,500 L per household may be achieved under average conditions.
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1. Introduction

A rainwater harvesting system (RHS) forms a small-scale unit for
saving and storing accumulated rainwater from roofs, gardens, or
other impervious surfaces. Saved water may be recycled for non-
potable domestic uses (Campisano and Modica, 2014; Mehrabadi
et al.,, 2013). These systems provide an alternative water source
and have the added benefit of reducing and retaining water runoff,
thereby mitigating the overflow of storm water drainage systems
and possibility of flooding (Mehrabadi et al., 2013; Sample and Liu,
2014). However, these systems are infrequently used, in spite of
positive findings that have been reported in the scientific literature.
According to Imteaz et al. (2011), this may be partially due to the
lack of confidence and knowledge from users in regards to the
effectiveness of water catchment systems.

The design of a RHS must consider potential interactions
stemming from the physical-chemical elements of rainwater, in
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addition to the catchment infrastructure and means of water
transport or storage. Social factors that further influence the use of
RHSs may include the domestic demand for water and current
availability of water. Economic considerations also include the cost
of supplying water, household income, and the concurrent use of
other water-saving devices, among other factors (Jorgensen et al.,
2009). Furthermore, rainwater has limited uses due to its reduced
quality, mainly resulting from atmospheric pollution or sources of
contamination present in the catchment area (Silva-Vieira et al.,
2013).

In any case, a storage tank is required to regulate the non-
uniform distribution of rainfall, both spatially and temporally (Su
et al., 2009). During the construction of storage tanks, the avail-
ability of space and the cost and placement of materials must be
considered. Under this scenario, efficiency analyses of RHSs should
be performed in order to reach the minimum necessary tank size.

The variants of a RHS and the likely combinations of its different
components has resulted in some of these variables being defined
as constants. For example, Mehrabadi et al. (2013) evaluated water
accumulation for a range of tank sizes from 1000 to 15,000 L and
four different catchment areas, in which demand was considered to
be constant. Sample and Liu (2014) performed an optimization of
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RHSs with a tank size ranging from 1 to 80 m’, as a function of the
level of confidence; in this case, both water demand and catchment
area were considered as constants. Campisano and Modica (2014)
increased the number of possible combinations by using dimen-
sionless ratios to relate the tank size with average rainfall.

Regardless of the method of analysis (optimization or simula-
tion), studies on RHSs have shown that many of the parameters,
such as the deficit or potential water savings, tend towards constant
values as a function of increasing tank size.

Meanwhile, the present study is performed from a multidisci-
plinary perspective in order to avoid the assumption of constant
values for the variables involved in estimating the tank size of a
RHS. To this end, the spatial variation of rainfall was considered. The
use of Geographic Information Systems (GIS) facilitates the acqui-
sition, calculation and storage of data which also may be displayed
visually as part of a geo-referred system (Eastman, 2012). However,
the type of input data and the treatment of the variables, in addi-
tion to the output results, are determined by the software re-
quirements engineering, which is oriented towards functionally
solving the needs of its users (Insfran et al., 2002).

The developed Decision Support System (DSS) is capable of
estimating the optimum tank size of a RHS under particular con-
ditions by considering the rainfall regime, water demand, and
desired level of confidence. The interface is accessible as a web
application that analyzes the efficiency by means of a simulation
based on historical rainfall data and its spatial distribution. These
variables are included in the algorithm of the software in order to
facilitate access by a wide range of users from different localities. In
this sense, the larger the territory covered by the daily rainfall
database is, the more extended the scope of the system is. Never-
theless, in the present study, the tool was specifically applied and
validated in the territory of the State of Mexico.

2. Materials and methods

The Decision Support System (DSS) developed in the present
study was conceived as one component of an integrative system for
the management and implementation of RHSs. The methods for the
development of the tool were divided into four stages (Fig. 1) that
highlighted the variables necessary for a complete analysis of a
generalized RHS.

The first stage involved the conceptual representation of the
main elements that compose a RHS. In previous studies (Campisano
and Modica, 2014; Imteaz et al., 2016; Karim et al., 2015; Mehrabadi
et al., 2013), conceptual models have included depth of rainfall,
rainfall savings, transport of saved water to a single storage tank
and subsequent water supply, at least for sanitary uses (W.C.).
Additional components may be included; for example, Sample and
Liu (2014) consider irrigation as one use of recycling saved water,
while Li et al. (2010) also implemented processes for the treatment
of rainwater and its subsequent use for watering gardens, laundry,
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or washing cars.

The conceptual model shown in Fig. 2 is the basis of the inte-
grative RHS, and accordingly, of the DSS for the design of tank size.
This model integrates the distinct characteristics of a RHS. The
number of storage tanks may be increased according to the
different water treatments to be implemented and the end uses of
recycled water. For example, rainwater from a storage tank with
null or minimal treatment may be used for watering gardens. On
the other hand, more complex treatments are required for domestic
re-use. Water from showers may be considered as an additional
source and increase the daily guaranteed volume of water supplied
to storage tanks throughout the year.

Another consideration is the difference about type and nature of
elements that set up the conceptual model. For example, rainfall
and evapotranspiration are natural phenomena that represent in-
dependent random variables and that are denoted by real positive
values for a daily, monthly, or annual timesteps. Likewise, water
demand for domestic uses may be depicted as a positive scalar
value or as a constant, while longer timesteps than a subdaily one
are considered. Lastly, the variables that describe the characteristics
of the infrastructure, for instance the water runoff coefficient, may
be represented by fixed scalars.

The scope of this DSS is defined in the second stage of the
methods, or in the requirements engineering. This process is part of
alarger discipline, in which the needs or restrictions of a system are
identified in order to achieve the desired outcome, including the
consideration of particular specifications and post-validation
(Bourque and Fairley, 2014; Nuseibeh and Easterbrook, 2000;
Unterkalmsteiner et al., 2015). In this process, Bagriyanik and
Karahoca (2016) have identified two main phases: measurement
strategy and mapping phase.

The objective of the first phase is to determine the functional
requirements of the user (Bagriyanik and Karahoca, 2016). One
priority in developing the first version of a software is to avoid the
need for exhaustive input data, or in other words, to allow the
software to be executed with minimal information from the end-
user side. In this way, the DSS may be handled by a wide variety
of users or the entire public. For this reason, the current web
application is limited to the basic elements identified in the con-
ceptual model of RHSs. Next versions may contemplate the use of
recycled water in irrigation or estimate the tank size of RHSs given
two types of water sources (from either alternative: just roof or roof
and shower) or water recycling for distinct domestic uses (toward
to either: just W.C. or W.C. and washer).

In the second phase of the requirements engineering, classes (or
types) of objects and the relationship between them are repre-
sented in an interaction diagram (Bagriyanik and Karahoca, 2016).
The interaction diagram for the current DSS is shown in Fig. 3 and
employs the terminology that is generally used to describe
requirement classes in the field of software development (Table 1).

In this interaction diagram, the user generates an event (1) from

CONCEPTUAL MODELING
OF PHENOMENA

* |dentification of the
variables and their

REQUIREMENTS
ENGINEERING

¢ System conceptual

interrelationship in a modeling
rainwater harvesting . Systemdesign
system

1 2

3 4
DEVELOPMENT OF TESTS

FUNCTIONS AND SCRIPTS

Water demand estimation | «  |nterface design
Simulation of tank size e (Case studies
efficiency ¢ Discussion

Fig. 1. Development stages of web application to determine optimal storage capacity of rainwater harvesting systems.
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Fig. 3. Interaction diagram of the DSS for estimating tank size in a rainwater harvesting system.

the interface of the web application (end-user side) by providing the location of the site where the tank of the RHS will be placed. For
the lowest possible amount of data (2). It is assumed that users do this purpose, the software is linked (3,4) to an external system,
not know the values for expected rainfall, although they must enter called Development Management System (SiGeDes- Sistema Gestor
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Table 1
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Requirement classes associated with the rainwater harvesting DSS (from Bagriyanik and Karahoca (2016)).

Requirement class

Description

Use-case
Application Interaction Diagram
Application Business Module

Application Service

Semi-formal specification of requirements by user submitted to the processes of the Application
Interaction Diagram.

A type of UML collaboration diagram that depicts use case actors, application services, databases,
and interactions between these components; formally specifies the requirements of the use case.
Software module composed of a user interface that integrates business logic and access to data
components.

A software application composed of an Application Business Module and an Application Database

Module.
Application Service Boundary
Use Case Event
Information Asset
Integration Entry Interaction
Integration Exit Interaction
User Interface Entry Interaction
User Interface Exit Interaction
Database Read Interaction

A conceptual interface between Application Services or an Application Service and its users.
Event that initiates use case flow.

Enterprise data model entities exchanged in interactions.

Inbound interaction from interfacing Application Services.

Outbound interaction to interfacing Application Services.

Inbound interaction from a user of Application Services.

Outbound interaction to a user of Application Services

Interactions of the business module with databases layers for reading Information Assets.

de Desarrollo, in Spanish; Hidalgo et al., 2016), enabling access to
databases with site-specific daily rainfall values. After the user
provides the geographical location (5), the SiGeDes returns the
associated file path and represents it as a daily rainfall vector (6, 7,
8). As long as the file path is known, the application may connect
with other software and additional modules (9) in order to perform
the necessary calculations for estimating tank size (10). Finally, the
output results may be provided in several different formats (table
and/or graphs; 11).

In the third stage, the mathematical models for estimating water
demand, as well as for analyzing the efficiency of the tank size,
were designed regarding an object-oriented programming (OOP).
The objective at this stage was to generate reusable blocks of code
as part of a structured programming approach in order to increase
efficiency in the development of the software (Deitel and Deitel,
2012).

With regards to the size of storage tanks, Campisano and Modica
(2014) found differences of up to 17% in the simulated standard
deviations of the potential water savings, considering timesteps
from 5 min to one day. However, in addition to the difficulty of
obtaining subdaily rainfall records, authors as Fewkes and Butler
(2000) and Karim et al. (2015) among others have pointed out
that modeling with daily inputs provides acceptable results.
Therefore, the current study considered available rainfall data and
estimated storage efficiency based on a daily mass balance model,
as demonstrated in Su et al. (2009).

In daily mass balance, the efficiency of supply Y; in period j
(equation (1)) is represented by a relationship of the accumulated
daily deficit Def; (m®/day) and the daily demand D; (m?/day). The
subscript i indicates a daily timestep.

B >~ Def;
i=1- > D

The daily deficit (equation (2)) is a function of the input water
volume g, (m?/day), daily demand D (m?/day), and saved water
volume s in the tank (m>/day). However, according to equation (3),
the saved water volume s reaches a maximum value dependent on
the tank size S (m?), and it is unlikely that a typical user would
provide the tank size. Indeed, determining the value of the opti-
mized tank size represents one of the main objectives of the De-
cision Support System (DSS). Under this context, the DSS follows
the hypothesis that for greater tank sizes, the estimated annual
efficiency of the potential water savings will have lower variation
among the rainfall records. In other words, due to the similarities
presented by excess volumes (or spills) that overflow tank sizes,

(1)

results values and their standard deviation will tend towards a
constant. In this way, when the system detects values without
significant variations in the standard deviation of the simulated
annual efficiency, this final value may also be considered to be the
maximum tank size.

- 0 if Gei +si_1 > D;
Defi = { Dj — Gei — Si_1 otherwise (2)

0 if  Qeit+si1<D;
Si=q S if Qeit+si1-Di=S (3)
Qei +Si—1 — D; otherwise

The daily water volume input and water demand are deter-
mined by equations (4) and (5), respectively. In these, r. (dimen-
sionless) represents a coefficient for estimating runoff losses due to
evaporation, di and d. (mm) the depths of daily rainfall and
required rainfall to wash the catchment surface area, respectively, A
(m?) the catchment surface area, and n the number of inhabitants;
¢, Cs and ¢y, (L/hab/day) represent water allocations for domestic
uses, in other words for W.C., showers, and washers, respectively.
Finally, o5 and a,y are Boolean variables (0/1) to indicate if showers
and washers, respectively, are considered in the mathematical
model.

o Tc(d, — dc)A AsCsn
Gei = ( 1000 ) +(Jo00) @)

cen awCwh

Di = (7000) + (Y000 ) ®)

In the final stage of the methodology (Fig. 1), the DSS is validated
for the study area by means of the web interface. The results of the
simulations may be shown graphically for each of the evaluated
tank sizes. In addition, for each series of simulated values on the
annual efficiency of tank sizes, it is possible to determine the
probability of non-exceedance, according to a probability density
function, in order to establish conditions for wet, mean and dry
years as it could be seen in previous works (Fonseca et al., 2017;
Imteaz et al.,, 2013; Imteaz et al., 2015). Since efficiency values range
from O to 1, a beta function was selected (equation (6)), in which
parameters o and B are given by equations (7) and (8) (Donini et al.,
2015); y and var(y) are the first moment about the origin (average)
and the second central moment in relation with the average
(variance) of variable y, respectively.
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2.1. Study area

The case studies were selected according to the following
criteria: availability of data, location of human settlements, and
geographical variation in the rainfall regime.

The first version of the web application associated with the DSS
developed in this study was limited mostly to the State of Mexico.
This region was selected due to the SiGeDes databank (Hidalgo
et al., 2016) provides its daily rainfall data, which is made up of
18,250 raster images from 1960 to 2009 (projection UTM: mini-
mum X = 305,590 m, maximum X = 570,096 m; minimum
Y = 2,009,623 m, maximum Y = 2,260,954 m). This data was pre-
viously generated by Vilchis-Francés et al. (2015) at a pixel reso-
lution of 1700 m, using both linear interpolation in the Idrisi GIS
platform (Eastman, 2012) and additional data from conventional
climatological stations (CLICOM, 2010).

In Fig. 4, the geographical distribution of the urban settlements
as a function of the number of inhabitants may be observed, as well
as the rainfall regime in terms of average annual rainfall depth. The

UTM Y (m), | | |
2250000

State of Mexico

2206000 —

2162000 —

2118000 —

2074000 —

2030000 T

| |
330000 418000 462000

|
374000

Ixtapan de
la sal

State of Mexico has a population of 15,175,862 inhabitants (INEGI,
2016), which the most are distributed in the northeastern portion
of the state and to a lesser extent, in the metropolitan area of
Toluca.

Although the RHSs in rural areas may improve agricultural
productivity (Kumar et al., 2016), they are also a potential alter-
native for supplying water to urban areas (Karim et al., 2015), which
is the focus of this study. Case studies were chosen from each
rainfall regime, selecting the urban settlement with the highest
number of inhabitants. According to data from INEGI (2016), Eca-
tepec (1,655,015 inhabitants) has a low average depth of annual
rainfall (600—800 mm), while Toluca (489,333 inhabitants) is
located into an intermediate level with average rainfall depths of
800—1000 mm. Lastly, Ixtapan de la Sal (17,640 inhabitants) rep-
resents the wettest region with an annual rainfall depth of
1000—1200 mm.

The catchment area (roof of building) have a correlation with
the socioeconomic level of inhabitants. Therefore, three surface
area scenarios were considered based on the information contained
in the urban development plans of each locality (H. Ayuntamiento
de Ecatepec, 2009; H. Ayuntamiento de Ixtapan de la Sal, 2012; H.
Ayuntamiento de Toluca, 2014), as follows: a) 90 m? for social in-
terest housing; b) 150 m? for average urban houses; ¢) 200 m? for
high-end residences. Besides, concrete is the most used building
material for all scenarios. In Ixtapan de la Sal and Toluca, the
average population density is four inhabitants per household, and
for Ecatepec five inhabitants per household.

In relation with water consumption, Umapathi et al. (2013)
projected that rainfall contributes nearly 31% of total average de-
mand, which was determined by real time monitoring in Australia.
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Fig. 4. Location of study cases.
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Su et al. (2009) found that 20% of the domestic water demand
corresponds to W.C. use (50 L/hab/day), while Sample and Liu
(2014) determined a value of 22.7 L/hab/day for the same use. In
this study for the State of Mexico, a standard demand of 33 L/hab/
day for W.C. was considered, in addition to 82 L/hab/day for
showering and 24.6 L/hab/day for washing machines, according to
the previous calculations of Maya (2010).

2.2. Development of software

Fig. 5 shows the static structure of the DSS designed in the
Node JS® open-source runtime environment which works on an
event-oriented model (Nguyen, 2012). For security reasons and due
to online access, the names of some elements were changed. In this
structure, it is also possible see external supporting software, which
may be seen as: a) imported modules to both the main platform
and the interface and; b) executed operations from independent
software packages.

The imported modules to the main platform are involved into
the element “node_modules,” while those via-internet imported to
the interface are allocated to the “public” element. This DSS also
requires the execution of independent software from NodeJS®:
MatLab® (version R2012a) which provides an object-oriented
programming, including its own matrix language (Register, 2007)
and Python® (version 2.7.8) which allows runtime interactions
within a Component Object Model (COM; ActiveState Software Inc.,
2016).

C.R. Fonseca et al. / Journal of Cleaner Production 145 (2017) 323—335

The developed modules are located in the “functions” element
and are classified according to the platform on which they operate.
The files with extension *js are written in JavaScript, while those
with the extensions *.py and *.m are developed for Python and
MatLab, respectively. Table 2 describes the modules utilized in the
system.

Through the “layer” interface, the “main.js” element processes
the user request and provides the results by means of the variables
“media” (average daily rainfall), “desv” (standard deviation of
average rainfall), “EfanualOut” (matrix of simulated efficiency
values for different maximum tank sizes), “SOut” (vector of the
values for maximum tank size), and “ProbSeriesOut” (matrix with
efficiency values for ranges of non-exceedance probabilities for
each value of maximum tank size).

The dynamic relationship among these elements is shown
through an Unified Modeling Language (UML) sequence diagram
(Fig. 6). A new event from end-user side triggers both data entry
(parameters for estimating demand and location provided by the
Google Maps API (2015)) to the object main.js and creation of
dowithpython.js objects which allow interaction between the
modules developed in Python and the M script files to be executed
in MatLab. For example, the module EstEf.py do both: a) transfers
the file path associated with daily rainfall, as well as the parameters
for estimating water demand and; b) executes the functions
DemGen, DispGen, and EfAlm.m in MatLab. This latest function
(Fig. 7) determines the length of the tank sizes vector. Finally, based
on the series of probability values provided by ProbSeries.py to

dowithpyton.js
SearchFileByPoint.js
EstEf.py
ProjectPoint.py

sys
win32com.client
win32ClipBoard

Almdiario.m, DispGen.m
DmdGen.m, EfAIm.m

Mathjs
— Python-Shell <>| node_modules
Functions
public
views
main.js

media
desv
EfanualOut
Sout
ProbSeriesOut

app.get(‘obdathid’,function
(req,res){});

e

javascripts
images
stylesheets

layer.jade

teechart.js

Google mapsapis
jquery

function graficar(Xs,Ys){}

EstDef.m, EstEf.m
ProjectPoint.m, ProbSeries.m

Attributes

Methods

Fig. 5. UML class diagram of the web application.

©— Composition

__.~> Dependency
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Table 2
Modules used in the rainwater harvesting DSS.
Name Language Description Source
Mathjs JavaScript Extensive math library for JavaScript and Node.js. It features a flexible de Jong (2016)
expression parser and offers an integrated solution to work with numbers, big
numbers, complex numbers, units, and matrices.
Python-Shell JavaScript A simple way to run Python scripts from Node.js with basic but efficient inter- Mercier (2014)
process communication and better error handling.
dowithpyton JavaScript Provides input arguments to be used by a Python script through Python-Shell. Own
Required results are filtered from the script’s raw outputs.
SearchFileByPoint JavaScript Searched for the file associated with the daily rainfall depth from a database, Oown
using the geographical coordinates.
teechart JavaScript Charting library that plots graphs for all compatible browsers in native Steema (2015)
JavaScript format, using the HTML5 Canvas element.
Google Maps Api JavaScript Script with a variety of services, enabling the use of maps, geocoding, places, and Google (2015)
other content from Google in web pages or applications.
JQuery JavaScript JavaScript library that enables HTML document traversal and manipulation, JQuery (2016)
event handling, animation, and use of Ajax with an API that works across a
multitude of browsers.
EstEf Python Transfers input data on household and the rainfall file path to execute in Oown
sequence DmdGen, DispGen, and EfAlm.m files.
ProjectPoint MatLab Converts coordinates from geographical to UTM (Universal Transverse Oown
Mercator) projection and vice versa.
EstEf MatLab Estimates annual efficiency from equation (1). Oown
EstDef MatLab Calculates daily deficit in water saving potential from equation (2). Own
Almdiario MatLab Estimates and saves the daily saved water volume from equation (3). Own
DispGen MatLab Calculates daily available water volume from equation (4). Oown
DmdGen MatLab Estimates daily water demand from equation (5) Oown
EfAlm.m MatLab Provides the matrix of annual efficiency, vector of tank sizes, and standard Own
deviation of the efficiency, assuming that standard deviation tends towards a
constant as tank size increases.
ProbSeries MatLab Provides a vector of non-exceedance probabilities for each tank size value from Own
a beta probability density function.
I User | | main js | | dowithpython js | | ProjectPoint py | | M files | | SearchFileByPoint js | | EstEfpy " ProbSeries.py | | TeeChartjs
T T T T T T T T T
PRECEEN | | | | | | | |
| Input data 1 I | | I 1 I
Ph LatLong | . | | | | I I
Create variable | | | | | |
Execute script | : : : :
| | I I I
Raw output ! : : !
~ Order output 1 [ !
Xutm/ Yutm | [« I : : : : :
N T - | [ 1 | | |
| Xutm/Yutm | | I I I
T T t | | |
| | | | | |
< | | | Flepath I I I
M | | | | | | |
Demand input! | | | | | |
Create variable | : ! ! : !
: L : Execute script : :
[ T I |
: N ! ! |
S Efinauat, | T T | |
SV ! l | Order output | !
v | 1 | T 1 I
1 | [ [ | ! |
S, Efennuat | [ [ 1 | I I
] Create variable | ! ! ! ! :
: . | IF,xecute script :
1 [ |
: | ]Raw data ! ! :
[ [ 1 | I
Prob seties : | | 10rder output :
T T T
< 1 [ i | | I
S, Efunsuat, Prot] | ! ! ! ! !
| | | | | =
- | | | | | Graphics, Pz, Szax, Efn
T T T T T T T
Change vl | | | | | !
T T T T T T T
! ! ! ! : ! Graphics, p;, i, Ef;
< 1 1 : 1 ’ 1 1
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L | | | [ 1 | | |
| | | [ 1 | |

Fig. 6. Sequence UML diagram of the web application.
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$=[0,0.1]
AStd=[1]

Symbology

AlmDiario: Daily water saving (m?) function.
Awol: Daily available water volume (m?) vector

®

For i=1,2:

AwVol(n)
D(n)

D Input

S(i)=AlmDiario(AvVol,D,S(i));
Def(i)=EstDef(AvVol,D,s);
Ef(i)=EstEf (Def,D);
EfDesv(i)=std(Ef(i,:));

given n daily records

D: Daily demand (m3) vector given n daily values
Def: Daily deficit (m?) vector for each tank size i
with n elements

Ef(i): Annual efficiency (dimensionless) vector for
each tank size i with (n/365) elements

|:| Operation
O Decision @

S(i)=AlmDiario(AvVol,D,S(i));

Def(i)=EstDef(AvVol,D,s); (_l
Ef(i)=EstEf (Def,D);

EfDesv(i)=std(Ef(i,:));

®

S(i)=S(i-1)+ 0.1

AStd(i-1)>0.0001

AStd(i-1)=EfDesv(i)-EfDesv(i-2) H =i+l Il

Ef: Annual efficiency (dimensionless) vector for
each tank size i

EfDesv: Standard deviation of annual efficiency
vector for each tank size i

EstDef: Daily deficit (m?) function

iz vector index in which all elements are contained
following :

s: Daily water saving (m?) vector for each tank size
i with n elements

S: tank size (m?) vector

std: Standard deviation function

AStd: Standard deviation variation vector
(dimensionless)

Fig. 7. Flow chart of the module EfAlm.m.

main.js, the user may interact with graphics using the TeeChart.js
module.

3. Results and discussion

The interface corresponding to the web application (Fig. 8) for
estimating the tank size of RHSs, based on the previously created
UML sequence diagram, is available at http://redlerma/apps/
cosechadelluvia.uaemex.mx. First of all, it is possible to see three
parts, the conceptual model of the RHS, the map for locating the
case study and the input data with standard values, which users are
allowed to either keep or modify (number of inhabitants, type of
catchment surface and its area, runoff coefficient, and daily per
capita domestic water demand). After executing the “storage esti-
mation” button, results are shown as scalar values for average daily
rainfall depth and its standard deviation and as graphical repre-
sentation for the series obtained during the efficiency simulation.
The user may also select either an efficiency series from the avail-
able tank size vector and the efficiency value as a function of the
non-exceedance probability. In other words, given a tank size, high
non-exceedance probabilities provide efficiency values from a
“conservative” approach, while low non-exceedance probabilities
depict an “optimist” approach on efficiency values.

The web application was validated for the selected case studies
(Ecatepec, Toluca, and Ixtapan de la Sal) chosen to represent the
urban areas of the State of Mexico with the highest population
densities per rainfall regime. The annual mean rainfall depths
estimated for Ecatepec, Toluca and Ixtapan de la Sal were 704, 874
and 1127 mm respectively. Nevertheless, greater annual mean
rainfall depths are associated with greater variability, as repre-
sented by their standard deviation: 73, 98 and 149 mm. Daily
average rainfall depth was 19 mm in Ecatepec (standard
deviation = 3.0 mm), 24 mm in Toluca (standard
deviation = 3.7 mm), and 3.2 mm in Ixtapan de la Sal (standard
deviation = 6.4 mm).

The provided results by the web application (Table 3) show the
maximum tank sizes and annual efficiency values. Additional in-
creases from the maximum tank sizes have non-significant

variations on annual efficiencies, as the trend of standard deviation
of simulated annual efficiencies in function of the tank size
demonstrate in Fig. 9. There, the standard deviation increase nearly
proportionally up to a tank size of 0.3 m? in all cases. Beyond this
point, standard deviation, which ranges from 25 to 42% of annual
efficiency, tend towards a constant, or even lower values in some
cases.

Maximum tank sizes were observed to range from 1.2 to 5.3 m>.
However, in the case of Toluca, for a surface catchment area of
200 m?, a greater tank size was observed (5.3 m?) in relation with
Ixtapan de la Sal (5.0 m?), which has a higher level of rainfall.
Accordingly, it may be inferred that regimes with lower rainfall
variations allow for greater values of annual efficiency to be
reached given similar tank sizes.

With respect to the expected annual efficiency, values between
13 and 99% were found given average rainfall conditions. For wetter
conditions, the expected minimum annual efficiency in the supply
was 87% (in Ecatepec), while in drier conditions, the expected
maximum annual efficiency was 80% (in Toluca). The annual effi-
ciencies were estimated by a beta probability density function,
resulting in high values for the determination coefficient (R? > 0.92)
and an acceptable level of significance (p-value < 0.05). In the
majority of cases (Fig. 10), the best correlation between estimated
and simulated annual efficiency was found for tank sizes of less
than 0.7 m>, with the exception of Toluca, in which this was true for
tank sizes of greater than 5.0 m°. In addition, Fig. 11 present the
daily cumulative rainfall for the wet, average, and dry years
considered to be representative of each case study. In general, the
greatest accumulation of rainfall is recorded between days 150 and
270 (from June to September),. Therefore, it is possible to infer that
during dry years, efficiency would increase significantly if this were
the only period to be considered.

In the selected case studies, annual efficiency in the water
supply increased, overall, in areas with higher annual averages
rainfall depths. However, lower variation in rainfall (represented by
the standard deviation) also resulted in higher tank sizes and in-
creases in the annual efficiency of the supply. In this sense, Ixtapan
de la Sal, with half the tank size of Ecatepec, presented annual
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Fig. 8. Interface of DSS for the tank size estimation in a rainwater harvesting system.

efficiency values up to six times higher (84%) in terms of the po-
tential water savings under average conditions. Meanwhile, in
Toluca the largest tank size (5.3 m?) is observed to reach an annual
efficiency of 70%, even in driest conditions. For average conditions
and a catchment surface area of 200 m?, it is possible to observe an
annual potential water savings of 38,200, 41,400, and 46,500 L per
houseold in Ecatepec, Ixtapan de la Sal, and Toluca, respectively.
Despite a RHS focuses on water resources conservation for
sustainable developments, there are also other social benefits.
Among those benefits, it is possible to point out flood risk

mitigation in urban areas and money saving potentials due to water
supply services tariff. Due to results in monetary terms are hard to
follow because of both currency fluctuations (i.e. devaluation) and
hidden costs, for instance subsidies; Table 3 also shows likely
annual man-hours savings based on a monthly water supply ser-
vice tariff of 7.294 minimum salaries regarding: a) tariff for medium
household in the State of Mexico (L.E.M., 2015) and; b) workday
about 8 h per day. A range from 22 to 166 man-hours for a mean
year depicts up to 24% of the annual spending on water supply
service.
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Table 3
Data outputs of the web application for the study cases.

Parameter Study case Catchment surface (m?)
90 150 200
Demand? (m>/day) Ecatepec 0.165
Toluca 0.132
Ixtapan 0.132
Maximum tank size (m?) Ecatepec 2.3 24 2.9
Toluca 1.8 24 53
Ixtapan 1.2 4.1 5.0
Efficiency for wet year (%) Ecatepec 87-98 95-99 96—99
Toluca 94-99 97-100 100—100
Ixtapan 95-99 98—-100 99-100
Efficiency for mean year (%) Ecatepec 13-64 30-81 41-86
Toluca 28—-80 49-89 94-99
Ixtapan 39-84 64—92 76—96
Efficiency for dry year (%) Ecatepec 04-3.2 2-10 4.7-18
Toluca 1.6-9.1 7.5-24 70—-80
Ixtapan 4.6—-17 20—-42 31-56
Man-hour savings saving Wet year (hr) Ecatepec 146-165 160—-166 161-166
Toluca 158—166 163—168 168—168
Ixtapan 160—166 165—168 166—168
Man-hour saving Mean year (hr) Ecatepec 22—-108 50—-136 69—145
Toluca 47-135 82—-150 158—166
Ixtapan 66—141 108—155 128—-161
Man-hour saving Dry year (hr) Ecatepec 0.7-5.4 3.4-17 7.9-30
Toluca 2.7-15 13—40 118—135
Ixtapan 7.7-29 34-71 52—-94

4 Daily demand: Product of water demand for W.C. [L/hab/day] and population density [hab/household].
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Fig. 9. Trend in standard deviation of efficiency as a function of increases in tank size.

4. Conclusions

The Decision Support System DSS developed and validated in
this study was constructed following a four-stage method of soft-
ware development in order to: a) identify variables that influence
rainwater harvesting systems (RHS) and b) delimit the functional
relationships between these variables in order to create a support
tool for decision making that would determine the optimal tank
size regarding a non-exceedance probability.

A basic version of a web application was generated with the
objective of requiring a minimal amount of input data. First of all,
the format and timestep of the variables involved were identified.
Different components of the system, such as number of inhabitants,
catchment surface area, runoff coefficient, and water demand for
domestic use, may use default values. Daily rainfall values may also
be obtained from an external database, based on the geographic
coordinates of the site where the RHS will be placed. Therefore, this

application allows the end user to obtain an optimal dimensioning
of storage tanks, solely by providing their future location.

In taking into consideration the potential combinations of the
variables of RHSs, the developed web application provides an in-
terval of location-specific values of tank sizes. The simulations of
annual efficiency, based on the daily mass balance method, are
performed in real time in the web application in order to determine
the tank size threshold when the variation of simulated annual
efficiency tends towards a constant. This variation was depicted in
terms of the simulated annual efficiency standard deviation
calculated for all of the available daily rainfall records (which also
are provided by an external database). In this way, the design of
RHSs may be optimal and not strictly limited to the use of arbitrary
or predetermined values for storage size (commercial tanks).

The case studies were limited to the State of Mexico due to the
geographical limits of the pre-processed rainfall records used in
this study. However, the use of this tool may be expanded to the
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Fig. 10. Correlation between estimated and simulated efficiency.
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Fig. 11. Cumulative rainfall pattern for selected years.

national or even international scale, as long as spatial-temporal
records on daily rainfall depth are available in external databases.
Likewise, future versions of the web application are expected to
include additional storage tanks in order to model water demand
for the irrigation of green areas.

Acknowledgments

The authors gratefully acknowledge the support received from
Consejo Nacional de Ciencia y Tecnologia through projects no.

248327 and 248498. Likewise, authors would like acknowledge the
collaboration and cooperation from Red Lerma of the Universidad
Autonoma del Estado de México.

References

ActiveState Software Inc, 2016. Quick Start to Client Side COM and Python available
from: http://www.activestate.com/ [cited on May, 2016].

Bagriyanik, S., Karahoca, A., 2016. Automated COSMIC Function Point Measurement
Using a Requirements Engineering Ontology, vol. 72. Information and Software
Technology, pp. 189—203.


http://www.activestate.com/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref2

C.R. Fonseca et al. / Journal of Cleaner Production 145 (2017) 323—335 335

Bourque, P, Fairley, R.E. (Eds.), 2014. Guide to the Software Engineering Body of
Knowledge, 3. IEEE.

Campisano, A., Modica, C., 2014. Selecting time scale resolution to evaluate water
saving and retention potential of rainwater harvesting tanks. In: 12th Interna-
tional Conference on Computing and Control for the Water Industry, CCWI2013,
Procedia Engineering, vol. 70, pp. 218—227.

CLICOM, 2010. Base de datos climatoldgicos [reporte interno]. CONAGUA, México
([In Spanish]).

de Jong, ]J., 2016. Mathjs available from: http://mathjs.org [cited on May 2016].

Deitel, P, Deitel, H., 2012. Java How to Program, ninth ed. Prentice Hall, p. 1496.

Donini, A., Bastiaans, R.J.M., van Oijen, J.A., Day, M.S., de Goey, L.P.H., 2015. An a
priori DNS subgrid analysis of the presumed B-PDF model. Int. ]. Hydrogen
Energy 40, 12811—12823.

Eastman, J.R., 2012. Idrisi Selva Manual. Clark University, p. 322.

Fewkes, A., Butler, D., 2000. Simulating the performance of rainwater collection
systems using behavioural models? Build. Serv. Eng. Res. Technol. 21 (2),
99-106.

Fonseca, CR., Diaz-Delgado, C. Esteller, M.V., Garcia-Pulido, D., 2017. Geo-
informatics tool with an emergy accounting approach for evaluating the sus-
tainability of water systems: Case study of the Lerma river, Mexico. Ecol. Eng.
99, 436—453.

Google, 2015. Google Maps/Google Earth APIs. Google Ireland Limited avaiable
from. https://developers.google.com/maps/terms [cited on May 2016].

H. Ayuntamiento de Ecatepec, 2009. Plan de desarrollo urbano. Gobierno del Estado
de México, México, p. 408 ([in Spanish]).

H. Ayuntamiento de Ixtapan de la sal, 2012. Plan de desarrollo urbano. Gobierno del
Estado de México, México, p. 283 ([in Spanish]).

H. Ayuntamiento de Toluca, 2014. Plan de desarrollo urbano. Gobierno del Estado de
México, México, p. 336 ([in Spanish]).

Hidalgo, V., Fonseca, C.R., Diaz-Delgado, C., Garcia-Pulido, D., Esteller, M.V., 2016.
Metodologia para el diseno de un centro virtual de informacion con soporte a la
toma de decisiones en recursos hidricos. In: 2° Congreso Internacional en
Ingenieria en Desarrollo Sustentable, Facultad de Ingenieria, UAEM, México.

Imteaz, M.A., Shanableh, A., Rahman, A., Ahsan, A., 2011. Optimisation of rainwater
tank design from large roofs: a case study in Melbourne, Australia. Resour.
Conserv. Recycl. 55, 1022—1029.

Imteaz, M.A., Ahsan, A., Shanableh, A., 2013. Reliability analysis of rainwater tanks
using daily water balance model: variations within a large city. Resour. Conserv.
Recycl. 77, 37—43.

Imteaz, M.A., Paudel, U., Ahsan, A., Santos, C., 2015. Climatic and spatial variability of
potential rainwater savings for a large coastal city. Resour. Conserv. Recycl. 105,
143-147.

Imteaz, M.A., Sagar, K., Santos, C., Ahsan, A., 2016. Climatic and spatial variations of
potential rainwater savings for melbourne. Int. J. Hydrol. Sci. Technol. 6 (1),
45-61.

INEG], 2016. Censo de poblacién y vivienda available from: www.inegi.org.mx [cited
on May 5th 2016].

Insfran, E., Pelechano, V., Pastor, O., 2002. Conceptual Modeling in the EXtreme, vol.
44. Information and Software Technology, pp. 659—669.

Jorgensen, B., Graymore, M., O'Toole, K., 2009. Household water use behavior: an
integrated model. J. Environ. Manag. 91, 227—-236.

JQuery, 2016. jQuery API Documentation. The JQuery Foundation available from:
http://api.jquery.com/ [cited on May 2016].

Karim, Md. R., Ibne Bashar, M.Z., Imteaz, M.A., 2015. Reliability and economic
analysis of urban rainwater harvesting in a megacity in Bangladesh. Resour.
Conserv. Recycl. 104 (part A), 61—-67.

Kumar, S., Ramilan, T., Ramarao, C.A,, Srinivasa, Rao Ch., Whitbread, A., 2016. Farm
level rainwater harvesting across different agro climatic regions of India:
assessing performance and its determinants. Agric. Water Manag. 176, 55—66.

Li, Z., Boyle, F, Reynolds, A., 2010. Rainwater harvesting and greywater treatment
systems for domestic application in Ireland. Desalination 260, 1-10.

Maya, V., 2010. Evaluaciéon de la conservacion y eficiencia de consumo de agua
mediante el uso de tecnologias de ahorro en el sector urbano, Tesis de maestria.
CIRA-UAEM, México, p. 188 (in Spanish).

Mehrabadi, M.H.R., Saghafian, B., Fashi, F.H., 2013. Assessment of residential rain-
water harvesting efficiency for meeting non-potable water demands in three
climate conditions. Resour. Conserv. Recycl. 73, 86—93.

Mercier, N., 2014. Python-shell available from: https://github.com/extrabacon/
python-shell [cited on May 2016].

Nguyen, D., 2012. Jump Start Node.Js. SitePoint Pty. Ltd., USA, p. 154.

Nuseibeh, B., Easterbrook, S., 2000. Requirements engineering: a roadmap. In:
Proceedings of 22" International Conference on Engineering, Future of Soft-
ware Engineering Track (ICSE). ACM, Limerick, Ireland, pp. 35—46.

Register, A.H., 2007. A Guide to MATLAB Object-oriented Programming. Chapman &
Hall/CRC, Florida, p. 354.

Sample, DJ, Liu, J., 2014. Optimizing rainwater harvesting systems for the dual
purposes of water supply and runoff capture. J. Clean. Prod. 75, 174—194.

Silva-Vieira, A., Weeber, M., Ghisi, E., 2013. Self-cleaning filtration: a novel concept
for rainwater harvesting systems. Resour. Conserv. Recycl. 78, 67—73.

Steema, 2015. TeeChart Charting Library for Javascript by Steema Software available
from: http://www.steema.com [cited on May 2016].

Su, M.D,, Lin, CH., Chang, L.F,, Kang, J.L., Lin, M.C., 2009. A probabilistic approach to
rainwater harvesting systems design and evaluation. Resour. Conserv. Recycl.
53, 393-399.

Umapathi, S., Chong, M.N., Sharma, A.K., 2013. Evaluation of plumbed rainwater
tanks in households for sustainable water resource management: a real-time
monitoring study. ]. Clean. Prod. 42, 204—214.

Unterkalmsteiner, M., Gorscheck, T., Feldt, R., Klotins, E., 2015. Assessing re-
quirements engineering and software test alignment—five case studies. J. Syst.
Softw. 109, 62—77.

Vilchis-Francés, A.Y., Diaz-Delgado, C., Magana, D., Ba, K.M., Gémez-Albores, M.A.,
2015. Modelado espacial para peligro de incendios forestales con prediccion
diaria en la cuenca del rio Balsas. Agrociencias 49 (7), 803—820.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref5
http://mathjs.org
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref41
https://developers.google.com/maps/terms
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref20
http://www.inegi.org.mx
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref23
http://api.jquery.com/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref29
https://github.com/extrabacon/python-shell
https://github.com/extrabacon/python-shell
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref35
http://www.steema.com
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0959-6526(17)30064-1/sref40

