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Abstract: Water distribution systems (WDS) carry
potable water with millions of miles of pipelines and
deliver purified water to residential areas. The incidents
in the WDS cause leak and water loss, which imposes
pressure gradient and public health crisis. Hence, utility
managers need to assess the condition of pipelines
periodically and localize the leak location (in case it is
reported). In our previous works, we designed and
developed a size-adaptable modular in-pipe robot [1] and
controlled its motion in in-service WDS. However, due to
the linearization of the dynamical equations of the robot,
the stabilizer controller which is a linear quadratic
regulator (LQR) cannot stabilize the large deviations of
the stabilizing states due to the presence of obstacles that
fails the robot during operation. To this aim, we design a
“self-rescue” mechanism for the robot in which three
auxiliary gear-motors retract and extend the arm
modules with the designed controller towards a reliable
motion in the negotiation of large obstacles and non-
straight configurations. Simulation results show that the
proposed mechanism along with the motion controller
enables the robot to have an improved motion in
pipelines.

Keyboards: In-pipe Robot, Self-rescue Mechanism, Wall-
press Mechanism, Stabilizer Controller.

1. Introduction

Pipeline networks are one of the strategic
infrastructures that carry oil, gas, and potable water in
millions of miles of lines around the globe. The aging
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pipelines are prone to corrosion, damages, and even
incidents in the network cause leak and water loss. The
water loss phenomenon wastes a great deal of purified
water that costs much for the authorities, and the
amount associated with water loss is not negligible.
For example in the US and Canada, water loss is
responsible for 15%-25% and 20% waste of fresh
water, respectively [2], [3]. Hence, it is required to
assess the condition of pipelines periodically, and in
case of a leak, the utilities need to localize it [4]. To
this aim, mobile sensors are suggested that go inside
pipes and move with water flow. These mobile sensors
move in-pipes passively and perform the desired task
during operation. However, since they are passive, the
operator may lose them in the pipelines [5] and they
cannot inspect long distances of pipelines. To address
passiveness, in-pipe robots are designed in which their
motion is active with actuators that move them in
pipes. The operator can control the motion of these in-
pipe robots to be independent of flow. The operation
condition of in-pipe robots are pipelines with varying
sizes and a high-pressure and velocity flow is present
in which execute many disturbances on the robot
during operation. Besides, pipelines’ maps are not
accurate [6] and due to sediments in pipelines, the
circumferential geometry of pipes is not known and
there are many uncertainties in pipelines that require
the robotic systems to be stable and robust to these
disturbances  and uncertainties [7]. The
aforementioned conditions are related to straight paths
in pipelines. Pipelines comprise different non-straight
configurations like bends, tees and in-pipe robots need
to pass through. However, it is not possible to control
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Fig. 1. Our Proposed In-pipe Robot. (a) The Central Processor and Its Different
Components. (b) The Arm and Actuator Modules. (c) Front View of the
Prototyped Robot. (d) Rear View of the Prototyped Robot.

the motion of the robots with one control algorithm,
considering the conditions in the pipelines and the
different geometry and configurations. Hence, there is
a need for multi-phase motion control that enables the
robot to move in a straight path and steer the robot in
non-straight configurations of pipelines. In our
previous works, we designed an under-actuated
modular self-powered robot that can adapt to varying
pipe sizes [1] and characterized it to have fully
automotive motion in in-service distribution networks
[8]. We also designed a multi-phase motion control
algorithm for our robot that enables reliable motion in
different configurations of pipelines [9]. The robot
switches between different phases of the controller
based on the configuration of the pipeline. In the
straight paths, a stabilizer and velocity tracking
controller controls the motion of the robot. In bends
and T-junctions, another phase of the multi-phase
controller steers the robot in the desired direction.

Another challenge with the in-pipe robots that are self-
powered is wireless communication [10]. There is
high signal attenuation in the environment of water,
soil, and rock that makes wireless communication a
challenging task [11]. We designed a wireless robotic
system in our previous work and proposed an
operation procedure for the robot in [12] that
facilitates smart navigation and data transmission
during operation through wireless control. We also
developed a localization and navigation for the robot
based on the particle filtering method multi-phase
motion control algorithm [13], [14] that removes the
need for wireless communication. However, there is
still a challenge with the motion of the robot; the
stabilizer controller that is based linear quadratic
regulator (LQR) is designed based on the linearized
dynamic equations [15] is not able to stabilize the
states of the robot in the case of large deviations due
to large obstacles and non-straight configurations.
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Hence, failure is probable for the robot during
operation in the large deviations of the stabilizing
states. In this work, we design a self-rescue
mechanism that enables the robot to negotiate large
deviations of stabilizing states and control its motion
based on the feedback from the main actuators.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In
section I, the robotic system and the self-rescue
mechanism is described. In section Ill, a static force
analysis is done and the dynamical behavior of the
robot is presented. The paper is then concluded in
section V.

I1. In-pipe Robot Design

The robot comprises a central processor that hosts the
sensor modules for parameter measurement and
electronic components. Three adjustable arm modules
are connected to the central processor with 120° angle
and make the outer diameter of the robot to be
adjustable to pipe diameters range from 9in-22in. Each
arm module includes an arm and a passive spring that
is connected to the arm in a way that one end is
connected to the arm and the other end is connected to
the central processor. At the end of each arm module,
an actuator module is connected that moves the robot
inside pipe. Each actuator module includes gear motor
that is connected directly to a wheel, and a pair of ball
bearings that connects the wheel on the arm and
facilitates friction-free rotation about the arm. A
battery is located in the central processor and provides
power for all parts of the robot during operation. Fig.
1 shows the overall design of the proposed robot and
its different components.

I11. Self-rescue Mechanism
In this section, we propose the self-rescue mechanism.
First, we develop an argument for the operation
situation of the robot and calculate the required torque
and force for the mechanism. Then, we explain how
we designed the mechanism.

A) Static Force Analysis

The goal of self-rescue mechanism design is to
activate the motion of the arms around their rotational
joint (O in Fig. 2) and enable them to rotate in the
desired direction by a desired angle. For each arm, the
passive spring facilitates the counter-clockwise
motion for the arm and a torque is needed to facilitate
the clockwise motion. To this aim, we considered a
torque around O in Fig. 2 and need to calculate it in all
arm configurations. However, this torque to retract the
arm is variable in each configuration of the arm since
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Fig. 2. Free body diagram of the arm module in

the robot. M., is the torque applied to the arms
to pass the obstacles in front of the robot.

in each arm configuration, the passive spring has a
specific deformation. To ensure the contact between
the wheels and the pipe in severe cases based on the
pipe's radius and geometry of the obstacle, we need to
define the maximum torque needed to be exerted on
the robot's arms. Based on the assumption that the
robot moves quite slowly inside the pipe, the spring
force can be obtained via the static force analysis; by
doing torque equilibrium around point O in Fig. 2, we
have:

Fspring [t Sil’l(90 - 9)] = (FN - Warm)a COS(ﬂ) (1)

1
Fspring = tcos(®) (Fy — Warm)a cos(f) @

where Fy is the normal force exerted on the wheels
from pipe wall, W,,,, is the arm’s weight, t is the
length between points A and O (13 mm), a is the
length between points 0 and B (82 mm), 6 is the angle
between the vertical axis and spring line of action and
B is the angle between the arm and the horizontal axis
(Fig. 2). Besides, we can compute the spring force
based on the force-displacement equation for linear
springs. We assume that at 8 = 0°, spring is at its rest
length (Fig. 2).

Fspring = k[\/(t +a COS(ﬁ))Z +(a Sin(ﬁ))z
— IaZ — tZ]
©)
By setting (2) and (3), we can find Fy in terms of
spring’s stiffness and 6 angle.

Fy = k[\/(t + acos(B))? + (asin(B))? —
@O LR W (&)
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Substituting different values for the spring's stiffness
k in (4) gives different normal forces, Fy in terms of
the arm angle 6. Positive values for Fy denote that
there is a contact between the wheels and the pipe. The
robot has no relative displacement in the vertical axis
with respect to the pipe, so there is a force equilibrium
condition along the vertical axis (Fig. 3).

Fy = Fy + Wiorar (5)
Based on (5), value of Fy should be greater than
Wiotar, 10 €nsure that contact of the upper arm is in
contact with the pipe. By considering this constraint
on Fy and based on (4), there is a specified interval for
the angle 6 which guarantees the contact of the upper
arm with the pipe wall. If we increase the stiffness, the
interval would be wider (Fig. 4). There is a trade-off
between wider size-availability and manufacturing
process in which higher stiffness results in wider range
of 8 but it makes the manufacturing process difficult
(i.e. the spring anchors on the arms and the central
processor needs to be sufficiently strong). On the other
hand, lower stiffness makes the installation more
facile but decrease the range of 8 angle. We chose the
stiffness to be 3 N/mm which results the range of angle
6 to be between 20° and 66°. The required torque for
the arm motors is obtained by maximizing the moment
of the spring force around the arm’s joint that results
in around 2200 N.mm.
Hence, we analyzed the spring mechanism and
selected a value for the spring stiffness in a way that
prevents loss of traction between the wheels and the
pipe wall. We also calculated the maximum value for
the torque that is needed to retract the arm associated
with the spring in this geometry.

B) Self-rescue Mechanism Design

In the previous section, we calculated the maximum
required torque for the motor in point O in Fig. 2 to
retract the arm its range of motion. However, in order
to provide that torque, we have space limitation in the
robot preventing reliable assembling. Moreover, since
the power for the parts is supplied by battery, we
should consider power supply as a factor that affects
the selection of motors and gearheads. We chose three
EC 20 flat @20 mm, brushless, 5 W motors, each with
a nominal torque of 8.58 N.mm and each motor is
geared with GP 22 C @22 mm, 0.5 - 2.0 N.m planetary
gearhead from Maxon Motors Inc©, with a reduction
ratio of 270:1 resulting in the maximum torque
capacity of 2316.6 N.mm. In order to install the gear
motors on the robot, instead of attaching the gear
motors into point O in Fig. 2, we designed three
waterproof platforms on the central processor in which

!\< Pipe
F ’N i Robot’s [\j
I Wheel

FN FN .

total

Fig. 3. View of the wheels and cross-section of the
pipe. Here Fy is the normal force on the lower arms
and Fy, is the normal force exerted on the upper arm.

each platform is under the dorsal side of the arms and
locate the gear motors. In this platform, the gear motor
is located in a slotted base and a motor cover is located
above the gear motor and fixes it to the base with some
pairs of screw-nuts. The slots in the motor cover are
filled with moldable glue that prevents idle rotation of
the gear motor in the base and also isolates it
electrically (see Fig. 5a). Also, an anchor is created on
the dorsal side of each arm and a flexible
monofilament string connects the arm to the gear
motors on the platform and transfer the power from the
gear motors to the arm (see Fig. 5b).

In this section, we designed the concept of a self-
rescue mechanism and characterized it based on the
geometry of the robot and operation condition. We
also, designed the mechanism in SolidWorks and

90
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Fig. 4. Maximum allowable value for 8 angle in
each spring’s stiffness. To have a contact between
the upper arm and the pipe, F;V has to be positive.
By substituting different values for k
in (4), we can find permissible range for 6 that
results in positive values for F.
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Fig. 5. (a) Platforms for the Gear Motors in the Self-rescue Mechanism. b) The
Anchor on the Dorsal Side of the Arm and the Flexible String. The flexible
string transfers the gear motors to the arm and has tensile force during

operation.

addressed the challenges associated with the design. In
the next section, we provide the dynamical modeling
of the self-rescue mechanism.

1V. Self-rescue Dynamical Modeling

This robot is classified as under-actuated mechanical
system in which the number of control inputs is less
than the system's degrees of freedom. It also works in
an extremely uncertain and chattered environment.
The nonlinearly in the system and the operating
condition requires us to have an exact mathematical
modelling of the robot. Due to the importance and
complexity of the problem (robot dynamics
modeling), the process of extracting robot dynamic
equations is devided into two parts. First, the equations
of the robot are extracted without the self-rescue
mechanism, and in the next step, the equations are
generalized to the desired model which includes the
self-rescue mechanism.

Fig. 4. Robot and Rotated Coordinates.

A) Dynamical Self-Rescue
Mechanism
For the robot without self-rescue mechanism, we have
derived the dynamic equation by conventional
methods, in this paper the Lagrange method. As we
know, this method is complex and computationally
expensive, while giving us the compact dynamic
model of system. Lagrangian is defined as:
L=T-U (6)
Where T and U are the systems Kinetic and potential
energy, respectively. To extract these parameters, the
robotic kinematic information (position and speed of
links) is required, which is explained in [1], and the
robot model is reviewed, and here again, it is briefly
explained.
This robot has six degrees of freedom (DoF), Hence
we have considered six generalized coordinates (GC)
for this robot; three translations along x, y and z and
three rotations 6, ¢, and ¥ about x, y and z axes,
respectively. We have considered these rotations (6 ,
¢ and ) as roll, pitch, and yaw, respectively.
For these six GCs, we have derived generalized
velocity (GV) (V and w) in the following; Eq. 7 shows
the linear velocity of the robot.

X
o
Z

As mentioned before, we have considered Euler 1-2-3
(roll, pitch and yaw) for rotational movement. So, for
this choice, the first rotation () has transfers the XYZ
coordinates to X’Y’Z’ coordinates. The second and
third rotations (¢ and ), transfer X’Y’Z’ and
X”Y”Z” to X’Y”Z” and X’Y™’Z”, respectively.
(See Fig. 4). According to Euler 1-2-3, the angular
velocity is expressed as:

w = éex + qf)eyr + 1,[}ezu (8)

Modeling  without
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Fig. 5. The external forces from the fluid and pipe
to the robot. a) f, is drag force, b) F; is friction

force, and c) FYis normal force.

In Eq. 8, ey, ey, and e, are the unit vectors of X, Y’
and Z” axes. By Euler transformation matrices, the
expression of these vectors in the final coordinate
system would be:

ex = cos(¢p) cos(y) ey — cos(p) sin(yp) ey +

sin(¢) e, ©)
ey’ = Sin(ll))exll' + COS(lp) €y (10)
ez" = ezm (ll)

Plugging Egs. (9)-(11) in Eq. (8) results in:
¢ sin(y) + 0 cos(¢p) cos(yh)
® = | ¢ sin(y) — 0 cos(¢) sin(¥)) (12)
Y + 6 sin(¢)
Now that we have the linear and angular velocities of
the robot, the kinetic energy of the robot would be:
T = §wTIGw + §VTMV (13)
Where M and I; are the robot’s mass and mass
moment of inertia matrices. For calculation of I;, we
decompose the robot to simple components (which th
integral has been simplified) such as two hemispheres,
three arms and one box. Then the moment of
inertial can be expressed as:
I = X[RTI;,R; + [(d? I + d;d])dm] (14)
Where [, is the moment of inertia of the component i
in its principal coordinate, R; is the transformation
matrix which it transforms the principal coordinates to
the coordinates that are parallel to main coordinates,

d; is the vector that transforms the body coordinates to
the global coordinates and I is a 3%3 eye matrix. For
simple shapes, the integration is simplified in the form
of Eq. (15):

f(d? 1+ d;dDdm = m;(d?1 + d;df)  (15)
Where m; is the mass of component i. So far, we
calculated the Kinetic energy, T, in Eq. (6). Another
parameter in this equation is the potential energy (U).
For deriving the potential energy, we have only
considered the robot’s weight as the potential term.
Thus, we have:

U = mgyg (16)
Where y; is the displacement along y axis, which is
the second term of the product T,,, X pg,. pg, is the
position vector of the robot’s center of mass (CoM)
and T,,, is the transformation matrix presented as:
Ty
T cpcp  sPcl + cpspsO  syPsO — cyspcld  x
_ | =s¥cd  cpcb — spspsO  cpsO + sps¢pcld y

s¢ —cst cpch z
0 0 0 1
17)

where s and ¢ denote for sine and cosine functions,
respectively. After calculating the kinetic and potential
energies, we plug the Lagrangian in Eq. (18) as:
aL

% (a_th) - E = anz (18)
Where q is GC of the robot and @, is generalized
force (GF). We have calculated @, by virtual work
method. To calculate the Q,,,, first, the external forces
acting on the robot must be determined. As shown in
Fig. 5, f,. F;, and F}, are the external forces; f, is the
drag force, F;, and F}, are friction and normal forces
applied on each wheel, respectively. For this problem,
the forces must be written in local coordinates.
Therefore we have:

1
fa=FpR|0 (19)
0
0
Fy =FR cos(m)] (20)
sin(y;)
where y; = 2?”(1‘ —1),and i =1,23.
1
F;=r7;R|0 (21)
0

where Fp, F! are the value of drag force (which is
applied to the robot due to moving in flow. This force
is measured by Fluent software), and spring force
applied to arm i, respectively. R is the rotation matrix
that is calculated as:
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Fig. 6. Investigating the simultaneous effect of
drag force change due to robot speed change and
pipe slope on motor torques

cpcp  sPch + cpspsld  syPsO — cpsepch
R = [—S¢c¢ cpcO — syPs¢psf  cypsl + sz,bsqbc@l
s¢ —cpsl cpch
(22)
Now we write the virtual work relation for these forces

as follows:

Z(ani&h) = Z(F15-5Pi) + Z(Fi-(SPi)

+ fa6pg

(23)
The coefficient of each GC gives the GF.
B) Dynamical Modeling with Self-rescue Mechanism
In the previous subsection, we derived the dynamical
equations of the robot without the self-rescue
mechanism. In this subsection, we add the mechanism
and revise the equations. By adding the desired
mechanism, the only difference in the new system with
the previous one is in the normal force, which is
rewritten as follows:

0
Fy=(F —THR cos(ui)] (24)
| sin(u;)

where T' is the tension force by the self-rescue
mechanism.

C) Functionality Evaluation of Equations

So far, we have derived the equation of the motion of
the robot by the Lagrange method and simplification
assumptions. In this part, we validate the equations
and also provide an estimate for the amount of torque
that the gear motors need to provide in different
operation conditions. In our previous work [13], we
calculated the maximum of drag force that is applied

on the robot to be 6 N, based on computational fluid
dynamics (CFD) work. In addition, we considered the
inclination angles of the pipe during motion (0°-90°).
Fig. 6 shows the required torques on the motors in
different drag forces and inclination angles of the pipe.
The drag force in Fig. 8 varies from 6.3 N (when the
robot is stopped) up to 18 N (when moving with 0.3
m/s velocity) and we have:

1. When the robot is stopped in a 0° slope, the static
motor’s torque is 0.11 N.m.

2. When the robot is stopped in a 90° slope, the static
motor’s torque is 0.22 N.m.

3. When the robot moves with 0.3 m/s velocity in a
straight path with 0° slope, the torque that each motor
can withstand is 0.3 N.m.

4. When the robot moves with 0.3 m/s velocity in a
straight path with 90° slope, the torque that each motor
can withstand is 0.4 N.m.

V. Conclusion

The proposed self-rescue mechanism enables the robot
to have the following characteristics: 1- The robot can
negotiate the large obstacles in pipeline that the
stabilizer controller is not able to manage and the
obstacle brings the arm out of region of attraction that
is considered for the stabilizer controller. 2- The robot
can have self-control over its outer diameter. This
feature is important for the insertion and extraction of
the robot from the pipeline network. The rescue
mechanism is analyzed and a controller was developed
based on the dynamical equations of the robot along
with the rescue mechanism. The feedback for the
controller is provided by the current sensors of the
main motors. Since the rescue mechanism is located in
dorsal side of the robot, it does not change the
interference of the robot to the water flow. In our
future works, we plan to perform field tests in
distribution systems.
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