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Abstract: Water supply represents a significant electrical load worldwide. The operation of inefficient
pumps contributes to increased energy demand and carbon footprint. Current methods for evaluating
industrial water pumps present technical and economic challenges that need to be addressed. For
these reasons, we developed a practical and cost-effective virtual instrument called the Pumping
Evaluation System (PES). The PES tool performs real-time monitoring of electrical, hydraulic, and
efficiency data, as well as the Operating Characteristic (OC) curves. The PES tool was implemented
on a vertical pump currently used by a municipal water distribution plant in Mexicali, Mexico. A
comparative analysis between the experimental data and the manufacturer’s data revealed potential
energy savings of 361,455 kWh/year (24.35%) and an equivalent carbon footprint reduction of
157,233 kg of CO2eq/year if the old pump is replaced by a new one, which is the lowest cost
alternative according to a Life Cycle Cost (LCC).

Keywords: pump evaluation; water distribution system; virtual instrument; energy saving; carbon
footprint; best efficiency point

1. Introduction

Water and energy resources are vital for human existence and frequently influenced
by economic, technological, demographic, and social pressures. It is estimated that 22% of
world electricity consumption is used for pumping in water supply systems [1,2], while
80–90% of this consumption is absorbed by motor pump sets [3,4]. This cost represents
one of the main operating costs associated with water supply systems. Cities worldwide
are facing the demands of population growth and climate change. As the demand for
water continues to increase, more cities are challenged to efficiently manage scarcer and
less reliable water resources [5].

The world’s treated water supply is likely to be an unsustainable process in its current
form due to the considerable energy consumption and CO2 emissions inherent in the
various treatment and supply processes involved [6]. With growing global awareness of
the impacts of energy consumption and CO2 emissions on climate change, humanity, finite
resources, and the environment as a whole, efforts are being made to reduce such impacts
in all sectors of society.

In Mexico, these systems can account for 5.19% [7] of the total energy consumption.
Electricity accounts for 90 to 95% of the total energy consumed by these facilities. It is
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estimated that 75% of their pumping systems are oversized for contingency, often by
more than 20% [8]. Water demand is projected to increase by 55% globally between 2000
and 2050. The increase in demand will mainly come from manufacturing (+400%), elec-
tricity (+140%), and domestic use (+130%) [9]. According to the United Nations [10], by
2030, the world’s objective should be to enhance international cooperation to facilitate
access to clean energy research and technology, which encompasses renewable energy,
energy efficiency, and advanced and cleaner fossil fuel technology; thus, promoting
investment in energy infrastructure is crucial. Energy consumption required for water
treatment and distribution will have important implications for climate change. Energy
and water losses are often present due to the inevitable aging of the infrastructure;
thus, sometimes, efficiency is neglected. A pump’s efficiency can degrade by as much
as 10 to 25% before it is replaced, and efficiencies of 50 to 60% or lower are quite com-
mon [11]. Many end-users, already strained in terms of supporting day-to-day facility
operations, lack the time and resources to perform a methodical engineering study
of the many pumps within their facilities to understand their associated energy costs
and the potential opportunities for energy savings [12]. By enhancing the efficiency of
pumping systems, energy consumption can be reduced, leading to lower operational
costs and a minimized environmental footprint. Efficient pumps can help to optimize
energy utilization and encourage responsible resource management.

In a recent study, Robert B. Sowby and Annelise Capener [13] made significant
contributions to the understanding of the energy and emissions intensity of water sys-
tems. Their research provides a pathway for water suppliers worldwide to estimate their
emissions alongside their water and energy use. In a comprehensive study conducted
by Louis Zib et al., [14], several strategies were found to reduce the carbon footprint of
the water sector. The authors propose that significant water savings and a reduction
in carbon footprint can be achieved by improving water use efficiency, particularly
in the domestic sector. In their report, Bevan and Wilson [15] break down the energy
inputs of a typical water-use cycle into five basic stages: source, treatment, distribution,
use, and end-of-life. They also highlight that a significant majority of water providers
and wastewater treatment plants receive the majority of their operating energy from
electricity. Another study [16] explores the energy and air emission effects of different
water supply options. It compares the environmental impacts of desalination, imported
water, and groundwater and analyzes the effects of different electricity generation
sources on these alternatives. However, seawater desalination has a larger energy and
air emission footprint compared to imported water. The study also highlights the impor-
tance of considering energy consumption and material use effects when making water
policy choices.

2. Case Study

This study was carried out to analyze a vertical pump of a municipal water distribution
system that supplies fresh water to the city of Mexicali, B.C., Mexico. This city has a
population of 988,417 inhabitants [17] and is located in the northwest of Mexico. Extreme
maximum temperatures of up to 45 ◦C have been recorded between July and August,
and rainfall is very low, with total annual precipitation being around 200 mm [18]. The
pumping system consists of 12 identical vertical turbine pumps. The municipal water plant
continuously operates (24 h) using 5 pumps to deliver an average water flow of 7200 m3/h
with a gauge pressure of approximately 359 kPa (52 psi). The water supply is sourced from
the Colorado River in the state of California, USA. The pump’s characteristics are displayed
in Table 1.
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Table 1. Vertical pump specifications.

Type of Pump Vertical Turbine

Manufacturer American-Marsh

Model 28SCLCZ-2

Suction and discharge diameters 17.625′′ and 18′′

Number of stages 2

Impeller’s diameter 17.625 in (0.447 m)

Rated flow 7925 GPM (1799.7 m3/h)

Rated head 147 ft (44.8 m)

Motor’s rated speed 1190

Motor’s size 400 Hp (298.28 kW)

Motor’s rated voltage 460 V

Motor’s full load amps 447 A

Motor’s nominal efficiency 95.8%

Service factor 1

Line frequency 60 Hz

3. Methodology
3.1. Virtual Instrumentation

LabVIEW 2013® is a graphical programming environment that engineers use to de-
velop automated research, validation, and production test systems [19]. With LabVIEW
2013®, the programmer can develop measurement and control systems known as Virtual In-
struments (VIs). A VI comprises a computer with robust software, cost-effective hardware,
and driver software, collectively fulfilling the roles of traditional instruments, effectively
turning the computer into the instrument itself. The application of VIs has increased due to
their speed of construction, flexibility, and low cost per acquisition channel [20]. Actually,
the tools developed with the support of the Internet of Things (IoT) are frequently used
and considered useful in the field of research [21–27]. Nowadays, international aerospace
companies such as Boeing [28] and major government agencies such as NASA [29] are
using VIs to create flexible, scalable, and low-cost instruments. They have validated the
effectiveness of VIs by comparing the results obtained via previously utilized technologies.
Hence, the benefits of employing virtual instrumentation may surpass certain limitations
of comparable systems presently employed in various industries.

3.2. OC Curves Analysis

Developing a system curve is the first step in understanding a given pump system’s
characteristics at various flow rates. Analyzing OC curves offers valuable insights into how
the pump will operate at various flow rates [30–33]. By comparing the OC curves generated
from actual measurements to those provided by the manufacturer, any differences or
inconsistencies can be identified. Significant variations between the recorded data and the
manufacturer’s data may indicate the need for changes, improvements, or a re-evaluation of
the selected pump. The primary source of energy loss in the pumping system occurs when
electrical energy is converted into mechanical energy, which is then transferred to the fluid
as power gauge. Load losses occur due to viscosity and turbulence, while leakage losses
result from gaps between moving and stationary parts. Internal friction losses originate
from the non-active surfaces of the pump impeller, regardless of its energy transfer to
the fluid. Additionally, energy losses occur in the suction and discharge pipelines due to
friction between the fluid and the pipe walls. The analysis helps to determine whether the
pump is achieving the expected results and whether it aligns with the project’s requirements
regarding the flow rate, head, efficiency, and power usage. Engineers and professionals can
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confirm the effectiveness of optimization interventions using accurate performance and
efficiency measurements. The interventions can range from comparisons to goal setting.
Information presented may include rates, current and historical usage, averages, trending,
year-by-year comparisons, neighborhood and regional information, and modeling through
reports [34].

3.3. Proposed Pump Evaluation System

In the context of optimizing energy performance and reducing carbon emissions in
industries that rely on fluid transportation systems, it is crucial to continuously monitor
electrical and hydraulic parameters in operating pumps. Various pumping assessment
tools have been developed in this field of research. Sabogal et al. [35] introduced an
Excel program for calculating pump operating characteristics through manual data input.
Sunela and Puust [36] developed an optimization tool to determine the optimal pump
combinations using the Java programming language JFreeChart and Apache libraries for
Excel file access. Kaya et al. [37] analyzed energy-saving opportunities by assessing the
motor load and operating efficiency. Quezada et al. [38] created a monitoring and control
system based on HMI-PLC for water management. Additionally, software tools like the
Pumping System Assessment Tool (PSAT) and Pump System Improvement Modeling
(PSIM) can be used to calculate potential energy savings and emission reductions [39].
Furthermore, commercial systems like Aquadvance™ offer real-time remote monitoring
of electrical and hydraulic parameters, including water flow, gauge pressure, water level,
electrical consumption, and performance indicators [40]. Based on this information, curves
such as head-flow rate and power-flow rate can be generated.

The alternatives described above have certain disadvantages for pumping system
management, including the need for specialized personnel for data processing, the absence
of efficiency calculation, the potential inaccuracy of the results, the use of invasive mea-
surement methods, and/or the high initial investment costs. The Pump Evaluation System
(PES) tool offers a unique set of contributions that distinguish it from similar monitoring
systems. The PES tool is a non-invasive, portable, cost-effective, and user-friendly tool with
remote real-time monitoring capabilities. Real-time data monitoring includes electrical
and hydraulic measurements, hydraulic power, electromechanical efficiency, pump effi-
ciency, and OC curves: the head-flow rate, the power-flow rate, and, most importantly, the
flow-efficiency curve. Therefore, the PES tool offers a comprehensive set of data to more
accurately assess the pump’s operation.

The investment cost of the proposal is approximately 27% of the average price of
less specialized monitoring systems; the PES tool costs USD 6000, covering equipment
(computer, metering systems, and communication devices) and personnel training. The
PES tool is composed of hardware and software components that are orchestrated to acquire
measurements, perform calculations, and display user-friendly data. We achieved these
advantages using the virtual instrumentation approach in conjunction with LabVIEW
software. Innovation is supported by the creation of new VIs to solve specific problems by
combining emerging technologies.

3.4. Software Programming

The software for the PES tool is a Virtual Instrument (VI) developed using the LabVIEW
2013® programming platform. Its architecture is illustrated in Figure 1.

In Figure 1, the raw data consist of measurements of water flow, gauge pressures, and
electrical demand. This raw data can be transmitted to the computer either via cables or
wirelessly using radio frequency devices. The calculation process involves the utilization
of definitions, equations, and procedures derived from the energy efficiency assessment
manual published by the Inter-American Development Bank [41].



Energies 2023, 16, 7532 5 of 16Energies 2023, 16, x FOR PEER REVIEW 5 of 16 
 

 

 
Figure 1. Architectural diagram of the PES tool software. 

In Figure 1, the raw data consist of measurements of water flow, gauge pressures, 
and electrical demand. This raw data can be transmitted to the computer either via cables 
or wirelessly using radio frequency devices. The calculation process involves the 
utilization of definitions, equations, and procedures derived from the energy efficiency 
assessment manual published by the Inter-American Development Bank [41]. 

The equation for the total head developed by a pump is as follows: 𝐻் = 𝑝ௗ 𝛾⁄ + 𝑍௦ + 𝐷௥ି௚ + ℎ௙௦ + ℎ௩௦ (1)

where: 𝐻் = Total hydraulic pump head, m; 𝑝ௗ = Discharge gage pressure, kPa; 𝛾 = Specific weight of water, kN/m2; 𝑍௦ = Elevation distance from the water level to the reference line, m; 𝐷௥ି௚ = Distance from reference level to pressure gage, m; ℎ௙௦ = Suction pipe and accessories friction loss, m; ℎ௩௦ = 𝑣௦ଶ 2𝑔⁄  = Velocity head in the suction pipe, m; 𝑣௦ = Suction pipe velocity, m/s; 𝑔 = Acceleration due to gravity (9.81 m/s2). 
The Darcy–Weisbach equation for friction loss in a pipe is as follows: 

Figure 1. Architectural diagram of the PES tool software.

The equation for the total head developed by a pump is as follows:

HT = pd/γ + Zs + Dr−g + h f s + hvs (1)

where:
HT = Total hydraulic pump head, m;
pd = Discharge gage pressure, kPa;
γ = Specific weight of water, kN/m2;
Zs = Elevation distance from the water level to the reference line, m;
Dr−g = Distance from reference level to pressure gage, m;
h f s = Suction pipe and accessories friction loss, m;
hvs = v2

s /2g = Velocity head in the suction pipe, m;
vs = Suction pipe velocity, m/s;
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g = Acceleration due to gravity (9.81 m/s2).
The Darcy–Weisbach equation for friction loss in a pipe is as follows:

h f = f (L/D)
(

v2/2g
)

(2)

where:
h f = Friction loss in the pipe, m;
f = Darcy–Weisbach friction loss coefficient;
L = Pipe length, m;
D = Pipe internal diameter, m;
v = Average velocity of the flow in the pipe, m/s.
The hydraulic power is given by:

Ph = QHTγ (3)

where:
Ph = Hydraulic power, kW;
Q = Flow rate, m3/s;
HT = Total pump head, m.
The equation for electromechanical efficiency is as follows:

ηem = (P h/Ep
)
100 (4)

where:
ηem = Electromechanical efficiency, %;
Ep = Electrical power, kW.
The equation for pump efficiency is as follows:

ηp = (η em/ηm
)
100 (5)

where:
ηp = Pump efficiency, %;
ηm = Nameplate motor efficiency, %.
The data presented via the software are categorized into two groups, as depicted in

Figures 2 and 3.
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Figure 2 displays hydraulic parameters. The measurements, including water flow
rate and gauge pressure, are 0.406 m3/s and 52.93 psi (3.72 kg/cm2), respectively. The
value of Darcy’s friction factor is 4.57 × 10−5 m (carbon steel). Thermodynamic tables
were utilized to acquire water properties based on the ambient temperature. This section
assists users in establishing correlations between changes in water flow, total head, and
hydraulic power.

Figure 3 shows the pump efficiency to be 0.657 (65.7%) and the electromechanical
efficiency to be 0.618 (61.8%). Below this subsection, there is a table filled with the most
relevant results. On the right, the OC curves are plotted in real time during software
execution; the sampling frequency is set to one second. In the center, a virtual button can be
used to save the image of the OC curves for a specific flow rate range. The OC curves can
be observed as “Power—Flow rate”, “Total head—Flow rate”, and “Efficiency—Flow rate”.

The PES tool’s software is designed to operate on Windows-based computers and
incorporates the configuration of a web server. The software comprises 16 programming
blocks. The LabVIEW programming framework uses a graphical model through the
connection of icons employing wires instead of programming based on typing complicated
text lines, increasing the risk of making syntactic and logistic mistakes [20]. This software
operates in a continuous loop and performs tasks in cycles until the user stops it. This
process ensures the continuous monitoring of pump measurements. Additionally, it is
compatible with computers with moderate system requirements and operating systems
like Windows 7, 8, 10 and, potentially, future versions of Windows. The virtual image of
the front panel can be remotely accessed through web browsers such as Internet Explorer.
Remote access can be controlled using a standard user account and password.

Hardware Configuration

The hardware configuration consists of three main devices. Firstly, for the analysis of
hydraulic performance, the measurements of volumetric flow and gauge pressure were
essential, as shown in Figure 4.

In Figure 4b, the volumetric flow rate was measured using an ultrasonic flowmeter
equipped with non-invasive sensors mounted on the pipe structure. This flowmeter
operates based on the transit-time principle and has a flow range of ±23 ft/s, as well as an
accuracy of ±1%. Experimental data were compared to measurements derived via higher
accuracy equipment (±0.5%), and deviations were found to be within 2.5%. The output
signal of the flowmeter was programmed to produce a linearized output voltage of 0–5 V.
Figure 4c illustrates the measurement point of the discharge gauge pressure (pd) using a
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transducer installed on the pipe. This component was placed near the analog differential
pressure gauge for the comparison of measurements; deviations were found within ± 2%.
The linearized output signal of the transducer ranged from 0 to 4.5 V, corresponding to a
pressure range of 0–100 psi.
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Secondly, to characterize the electrical behavior, it was necessary to measure the
electrical demand, as shown in Figure 5.

As shown in Figure 5, the 3-phase electric power of the motor was measured using a
class 1 kWh energy meter. This energy meter was installed within the motor control center
(MCC). The accuracy of the electrical readings was verified using a class A power quality
analyzer that adhered to the IEC 61000-4-30 standard [42], with discrepancies observed
within ±1.5%. Split-core current transformers were employed to ensure an uninterrupted
power supply. Thirdly, the software for the PES tool ran on a dedicated computer, as shown
in Figure 6.
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In Figure 6, two universal serial bus data receivers are used to receive data. The
accuracy of the PES tool was ±3%, which was sufficient for the objectives of this study. The
implementation of the PES tool can be performed by two trained technicians. On average,
the installation tasks can be completed within 45 min. The installation of the metering
equipment did not compromise the integrity of the pipelines and did not involve shutting
down the pump, thus avoiding any disruption to the city’s water supply. The accuracy
of the results obtained via the PES tool was validated using an Excel program. This Excel
program has been tested in various pumping evaluation projects conducted by the authors.

4. Results and Discussion

In the initial step, the manufacturer’s curves for the specific pump model provide
design information about parameters such as volumetric flow, head, efficiency, and power
consumption, as shown in Figure 7.
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In Figure 7, the best efficiency point (BEP) represents the operating condition at which
the pump achieves its highest efficiency. It signifies the optimal combination of the flow
rate and head, where the pump can convert the maximum amount of input power into
useful hydraulic power with minimal energy losses. The BEP is typically found on the
pump’s performance curve or operational characteristic curve, where the efficiency is at
its peak value. The BEP is indicated on the graph as a cross mark, with an efficiency of
82%, a power of 256.5 kW (equivalent to 359 BHP, considering the nominal efficiency of the
electric motor as 0.958), and a total head of 44.8 m at a water flow rate of 1812 m3/h. The
efficiency-flow rate graph shows that the selected pump can operate at various efficiency
levels, ranging from 65 to 85%, with a flow rate approximately between 1000 and 2347 m3/h.
It is important to note that these values are based on a motor speed of 1190 RPM.

Secondly, the current OC curves generated via the PES tool can be overlayed with OC
curves provided by the manufacturer. This step will enable a direct comparison, as shown
in Figure 8.
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Figure 8. OC curves based on experimental data and the manufacturer’s data: (a) Flow rate—efficiency,
(b) Flow rate—power, and (c) Flow rate—total head.

From Figure 8, the experimental data were obtained by adjusting the throttle valve
from 0 to 100%. A comparison between the OC curves reveals significant differences. These
differences range from 15 to 18% for efficiency, 7 to 21% for electrical power, and 9 to 18%
for total head. When the throttle valve is fully open, the measured flow rate is 1496 m3/h,
which is lower than the BEP flow rate of 1812 m3/h. This observation indicates a water
flow loss of 316 m3/h (17.4%). The measured efficiency is 67%, resulting in a loss of 15%
compared to the expected value. The optimal power demand is 256.5 kW, but the electrical
measurement shows a higher value of 278.3 kW, indicating an increased power demand of
21.8 kW (8.49%). The measured total head is 43.9 m instead of the expected value of 53.5 m,
resulting in a difference of 9.6 m (17.9%). A visual comparison is shown in Figure 9.
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In Figure 9, a significant loss of performance can be observed. To assess whether
the differences and their impacts on the pump’s operation are within an acceptable range
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according to the manufacturer’s specifications, a performance indicator can be calculated.
This indicator measures the proportion of electrical energy used by the pump to generate
and distribute water. If we assume the pump continuously operates for 4380 h annually,
we can estimate the specific energy consumption for each unit of water pumped. Based
on the manufacturer’s BEP, the design performance indicator is 7.07 m3/kWh. Based on
the experimental data, the calculated performance indicator is 5.348 m3/kWh, indicating a
difference of 24.35%. This notable difference indicates subpar pumping performance, as
the pump demands more electrical energy and delivers a lower water flow in comparison
to the manufacturer’s BEP. Consequently, it is crucial to carry out a thorough analysis
by comparing the pump manufacturer’s characteristic curves to the gathered pump data.
This assessment will help to evaluate the true performance of the pumps and ascertain
whether they meet the manufacturer’s specifications. Water treatment facility managers and
academic researchers can make use of real-time OC curves to assess potential avenues for
cost savings [39]. These avenues could involve actions like replacing less efficient pumps,
refining maintenance schedules for pumps showing declining efficiencies, substituting high-
power electric motors with correctly sized alternatives, adopting high-efficiency electric
motors, and addressing issues related to cavitation.

4.1. Energy Saving and Carbon Footprint

Energy conservation and reducing the carbon footprint of industrial pumps are essen-
tial elements of conducting operations in a sustainable and environmentally responsible
manner. In this case study, the calculation of energy savings can be performed as follows:

ES = Ep Q Opt Lc(1/Pia − 1/Pim) (6)

where:
ES = Energy saving, kWh/year;
Opt = Operation time, h;
Lc = Load coefficient;
Pia = Actual performance indicator, m3/kWh;
Pim = Manufacturer performance indicator, m3/kWh.
According to Equation (6), the potential energy savings in the first year for the case

study would be 361,455 kWh/year if the inefficient pump is replaced with a new one to
achieve the manufacturer’s specified BEP. The vertical water pump continuously oper-
ates at full capacity for 4380 h annually. Assuming an estimated local electricity cost of
0.07 USD/kWh in Mexicali, the annual energy savings amounts to USD 25,301.85.

Conversely, the carbon footprint linked to the energy usage of industrial pumps
primarily pertains to the release of greenhouse gases produced during their operation
within industrial environments. The carbon footprint of energy consumption by industrial
pumps is impacted by factors like the power demands of the pumps, the efficiency of pump
systems, and the energy sources utilized for their operation. In this case study, the possible
decrease in carbon footprint can be calculated in the following manner:

CFP = ES fe (7)

where:
CFP = Carbon footprint, kg of CO2/year;
fe = Factor of emission.
In Equation (7), the carbon footprint, used as an indicator of environmental sustain-

ability, can be calculated by correlating the potential energy savings with an indirect CO2
emissions factor. In Mexico, according to Secretaría de Medio Ambiente y Recursos Natu-
rales (SEMARNAT), the standard factor for calculating indirect greenhouse gas emissions
from electricity consumption is 435 kgCO2/MWh when the Comisión Federal de Elect-
ricidad (CFE) is the energy provider [44]. Consequently, the carbon footprint reduction
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corresponding to the potential energy savings in the case study is 157,233 kg of CO2eq
per year.

4.2. LCC Analysis

In order to enhance the efficiency of the replacement cycles for aging pumps, we
suggest supplementing the potential energy savings and reduction in carbon footprint with
a straightforward life cycle cost (LCC) analysis. LCC analysis is a technique employed to
assess the overall cost of a system throughout its entire lifespan [45]. Pumping systems
typically have a lifespan ranging from 15 to 20 years.

The LCC analysis does not guarantee a pre-defined outcome. It allows the comparison
of different options. A typical LCC analysis includes various cost components, such as
investment, installation and setup, energy usage, maintenance, downtime, environmental
factors, and decommissioning and disposal. Generally, energy consumption costs constitute
the largest portion of expenses. To provide context, the assumptions for the LCC analysis
are as follows:

I. Vertical water pump works continuously for 4380 h/year.
II. There is no decommissioning cost, downtime cost, environmental and disposal cost,

or other associated yearly costs.
III. The project’s useful life is 15 years.
IV. According to CFE’s tariff database [46], it is estimated an energy inflation rate of 4%.

The estimated electricity cost in Mexicali for the first year is 0.07 USD/kWh.
V. The municipal water facility incurs an annual cost of USD 1000 for routine maintenance.

To perform the LCC calculations, we rely on the net present value (NPV) approach to
assess and compare the cost-effectiveness of pump replacement. The outcomes of these
computations are outlined in Table 2. The equation for calculating the NPV is as follows:

NPV = ∑n
t=0(Ct/(1 + i)t

)
(8)

where:
NPV = Net present value, USD;
Ct = Net cash flow during a single period t, USD;
i = Discount rate, %;
t = Number of time periods.

Table 2. LCC for the pump replacement.

Input Option A: Replacement Option B: No Change

Investment cost, USD 125,000 0

Initial energy price, USD/kWh 0.07

Energy inflation rate, % 4

Weighted average power, kW 256.5 278.3

Operation, hours/year 4380

Energy cost, USD 78,642.9 * 100,173.6

Maintenance cost, USD 500 1000

Lifetime, years 15

Output present LCC value, USD −$1,707,213 −$2,020,834
* Equivalent energy cost to supply the optimal volumetric flow rate.

As shown in Table 2, replacing the old pump with a new one yields the lowest LCC,
making it the preferred choice. According to SEMARNAT’s database, from 2017 to 2022,
the calculated cumulative carbon footprint reduction up to 2037 is 2,346,204.4 kg of CO2eq.
Additionally, it is advisable to replace the old pump with a more efficient model.
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5. Conclusions

Existing pump assessment tools are expensive and present various technical and
financial limitations. We have introduced a practical and cost-effective solution called PES,
which costs 73% less. The innovation relies on the automated and real-time generation of
OC curves and the calculation of pump efficiencies during pump operation. Additionally, it
is developed using the virtual instrumentation approach through LabVIEW 2013®. Virtual
instruments, like the PES tool, can be used by academics, researchers, professionals, and
practitioners to reduce the time intervals between experimental tests in studies related to
tasks like impeller trimming, assessing cavitation effects, and implementing pump liners.

The PES tool can be applied throughout an entire pumping system, enabling water
industry personnel to easily calculate monthly metrics related to energy consumption,
pump efficiency, water demand, and carbon footprint indicators associated with energy
usage. Furthermore, by utilizing virtual instruments, such as the PES tool, decision makers
in the water sector can pinpoint enhancements in pumping systems that lead to the highest
energy savings and the lowest carbon emissions. This approach offers the following
benefits:

I. Compliance with water policies by utilizing accurate indicators;
II. Improved precision in forecasting future trends in water supply, energy demand, and

carbon footprint;
III. Immediate calculation of energy savings and carbon footprint reduction using de-

pendable measurements;
IV. Efficient scheduling of maintenance, optimization of operating conditions, or consid-

eration of alternative pump models for units with declining efficiency;
V. Assessment of the performance of new pumps to ensure alignment with the specified

operational parameters.

In the future, our goal is to implement the PES tool for every vertical pump within the
municipal water system. This initiative will support the expansion of water services and
enhance their dependability, reducing both the frequency and duration of interruptions.
Replacing inefficient pumps within municipal water systems is of the utmost importance,
especially in urban regions with arid climates, such as Mexicali city.
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