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The study of free-surface and pressurized water flows in channels has many interesting application, one of the most important being
the modeling of the phenomena in the area of natural water systems (rivers, estuaries) as well as in that of man-made systems (canals,
pipes). For the development of major river engineering projects, such as flood prevention and flood control, there is an essential need
to have an instrument that be able to model and predict the consequences of any possible phenomenon on the environment and
in particular the new hydraulic characteristics of the system. The basic equations expressing hydraulic principles were formulated
in the 19th century by Barre de Saint Venant and Valentin Joseph Boussinesq. The original hydraulic model of the Saint Venant
equations is written in the form of a system of two partial differential equations and it is derived under the assumption that the
flow is one-dimensional, the cross-sectional velocity is uniform, the streamline curvature is small and the pressure distribution is
hydrostatic. The St. Venant equations must be solved with continuity equation at the same time. Until now no analytical solution
for Saint Venant equations is presented. In this paper the Saint Venant equations and continuity equation are solved with homotopy
perturbation method (HPM) and comparison by explicit forward finite difference method (FDM). For decreasing the present error
between HPM and FDM, the st.venant equations and continuity equation are solved by HAM. The homotopy analysis method
(HAM) contains the auxiliary parameter /1 that allows us to adjust and control the convergence region of solution series. The study
has highlighted the efficiency and capability of HAM in solving Saint Venant equations and modeling of unsteady flow through the

rectangular canal that is the goal of this paper and other kinds of canals.

1. Introduction

Hydraulics has a long tradition of providing a scientific basis
for engineering applications [1, 2]. Firstly, conceptual models
were designed starting from empirical relations obtained
from field observations or model scale experiments. Lately,
mathematics started playing an important role not only
to describe the properties of these relations but also to
formulate analytical solutions of particular model situations
in order to capture the essential features of those phenomena.
Actually, the research and the applications in the field of
computational fluid hydraulics and fluid dynamics evolved
with the advent of electronic computers. The first applications
in computational hydraulics concerned programming analyt-
ical formulae rather than deriving generic numerical schemes
and techniques based on physical principles like conservation

laws for mass and momentum. Later developments extended
the research and the applications in this field towards sim-
ulating complicated flow phenomena in arbitrarily shaped
geometries.

The basic equations expressing hydraulic principles were
formulated in the 19th century by Barre de Saint Venant and
Valentin Joseph Boussinesq. The original hydraulic model of
the Saint Venant equations [3] is written in the form of a
system of two partial differential equations and it is derived
under the assumption that the flow is one-dimensional, the
cross-sectional velocity is uniform, the streamline curvature
is small, and the pressure distribution is hydrostatic [4]. One-
dimensional flows do not actually exist in nature, but the
equations remain valid provided that the flow is approxi-
mately one-dimensional: as pointed out by Steftler and Jin [5],



they are inappropriate to analyze free surface flow problems
with horizontal length scales close to flow depth.

The goal of paper is to present a semiexact solution of
Saint Venant equations. These partial differential equations
are solved simultaneously with continuity equation by homo-
topy perturbation method [6-17]. Then they are solved by
homotopy analysis method [18-22]. In the end both of above
methods are compared with the finite difference method
as a numerical method that it is shown the capability and
suitability of HAM in solving Saint Venant equations.

2. Symbols
The following symbols are used in this derivation:

A = The cross-sectional area of the section

h = depth of flow at the section

z = elevation of surface above a datum at the section
v = mean velocity at the section

Q = discharge at the section

b = width of the top of the section

x = position of the section measured from the
upstream end

t = time
g = acceleration due to gravity
p = mass density of the fluid.

Other symbols are defined in the text at the point when
they are introduced.

3. The Derivation of the Continuity Equation

Consider a short length Ax of channel and assuming that
there is no lateral inflow, then

0
Q,-0Q, = Pax. )
ox
This has the partial derivative since Q is changing with both x
and time ¢. Now the volume of water between Sections 1 and
2 is increasing as a rate of

oh
b—Ax, 2
o A (2)

where b is the top width. As cross-sectional area A = bh then
this is equivalent to

0A
—Ax. 3
57 A% (3)

The terms are equal in magnitude but of opposite sign, so

oQ oh

aAX + ban =0,
0Q _ 9 (Av) @
v
As ox  ox
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The continuity equation is

0A ov oh
el i — =0. 5
vax+Aax+bat 0 (5)

So the Continuity equation for rectangular canals becomes

4 @+B_y=0. (6)

Yox Vax ot

4. The Derivation of Dynamic or
Momentum Equation

By applying Newton’s 2nd law to our elemental length of

channel
OH 0 V2
— = — Z+—|. 7
ox  0x (y et 2g> @)
Also
n*v? 7,

By using partial differential theory, the value of acceleration
at the direction of water motion becomes

_dv_ ov  ov

_av_ o 9 9
“Tar T Vox ot ©)

By applying Newton’s 2nd law to our elemental length of
channel and assuming the hydrostatics pressure

ov  ov
—y-A-Ah—-1,-p-Ax=p-A-A —+—=]. (10
Y Ty p-Ax=p x<Vax+at> (10)

The First term of left side of (10) showed the difference
between the hydrostatics forces and second term of left side

showed the friction due of water motion.
From (10), it can be deduced that

T, = —VR %+Kﬁ+la_1/:|__R|ia_H+la_V] (11)
0=V ok gox got] ox got]’
Substituting (8) at (11) gives
2.2
OH 1ov wnv — 0. (12)

ox got R
Equation (12) can be rearranged to the below form
Se+Sa+Sf=0. (13)
That

R = hydraulic radius
S, = energy slope
S, = acceleration slope

S = friction slope.
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By using (7)
OH 0z 0dy wvov _ dy vov
x axtax Tgax s Ot tgam W
By Adding (14) and (12)
22
szso_ay vov 1ov _n'v (15)

ox gox got R
This is the Saint Venant equation.

Then by using the homotopy perturbation method the
simultaneous partial differential equations (15) and (6) are

solved and obtained the semiexact solution for deep y(x,t)
and velocity v(x, t) of flow.

5. Basic Idea of Homotopy
Perturbation Method

The homotopy perturbation method is combination of the
classical perturbation technique and homotopy technique.
We start with the following nonlinear differential equation to
explain the basic idea of the HPM:

Aw)-f(r)=0, reqQ. (16)
Subject to boundary condition
ou

Blu,— ) =0, 17

(u an) 17)

where A is a general differential operator, B is a boundary
operator, f(r) is a known analytical function, I' is the
boundary of domain , and ou/on denotes differentiation
along the normal drawn outwards from Q. The operator A
can, generally speaking, be divided into two parts: a linear
part L and a nonlinear part N.

Equation (17) therefore can be rewritten as follows:

L(u)+N(u)—f(r)=0. (18)

In case the nonlinear equation (16) has no “small parameter”,
we can construct the following homotopy:

H(v,p)=L(v)-L(uy)+ pL(up) +p(N(¥) - f(r)) =0,
(19)

where p is the parameter of homotopy. According to the
homotopy perturbation method, the approximation solution
of (19) can be expressed as a series of the power of p; that is,

v:povo+p1v1 +p2v2+~- ,
. (20)
v=limv=vy+v,+v,+---.
p—1
For St. Venant equation (15) and continuity equation (6) we
obtain

Wit VY + =0,
v 1 n*v? (1)
SO_yx_gvx_Evt_w =0.

These equations are solved with each other and step by step.

3
For the continuity equation (6)
L) =y,
N ) = yv, +vy,, (22)
fr)=o0.

For the momentum equation (15)

Lu)=v,
n*v
N(u) = gy + v+ 97>
f (1) = gSp,

_9y 9 <3yo ov ay) (23)
Hpnp) =55 P\ 5 * 75 Vax )

ov oV
H(y,v,p) = E_a_to

v, n*v?
+p<§+gyx+vvx+m—gso).
Changing from u, to u(r), consider v as follows:
V= povo +plv1 +p2v2 e (24)
The best approximation for the solution is

v=glinlv=v0+v1+v2+---. (25)

Comparison of the expressions with the same powers of the
parameter p gives the following:

to ou 5}
p1:y1=—JO§+y0x—x°+u0xl£dt,



3 ‘ ov, 1
Py j )’oxa+)’1xa +;V2><a + U
xﬁ+v1x%+v2xﬂ>dt,
ox ox X
t dy ov ov
P v3=—J0<gxa—;+u0xa—;+l a—xl
ou, n’g
+V2X§+(W
X ((2 X Uy X V) +vf) —sog) dt,
4 __Jt< Xav3+ Xav2+ X8v1+
P iys= . Yo I N o V2 ox V3
ou d 0
xa—xo+ Ox§+le£+vz
I5j 0
><£+v3 %)dt,

x ((2x vy xv,)
+(2Xxuyxv3)) —sog> dt,

> ——r( VLA NI SN i
P ys= 0)’0 o N o 2 o V3

ov, ov, ou, ng
X$+V3Xa—x+‘l/4xa—x+ W
X ((2 X vy Xv3)+ (2 XUy xv,)+ (vz)z)

= sog) dt,
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6. —J-t< ><%+ ><%+ x%+ x%
P~)’6—0 Yo o N ox V2 o V3 o

ov Jou 0
+y4><a—x1+y5><—°+uo><£

+v
ox !

d 0 0
ox

ox ox

X_
ox

0
n’g
| oo ) (@ xvixvy) + (2 xug x vs)

+(2x v, xv3)) —sog) dt.

(26)

The above partial differential equations must be supple-
mented by conditions ensuring a uniqueness of the solution.
For above equations we assume the following conditions in
the example.

Consider the following Saint Venant and continuity
equations with initial value problem:

dy  ov Oy
‘Va+ya+a—0, ( )
27
a_y+1/@ l1ov n*?

ox §8x+55_ -CE

For an example to show the capability of HPM and HAM the
boundary and initial conditions are considered as below:

vy (x,0) = uy = 0.09 x x,

Vl (x) 0) = 0)

v, (x%,0)=0, m>0, m=mn,
¥ (x,0) = 5.79,

¥ (x,0) =0,
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Y (%,0) =0, m>0, m=mn,
so = 0.00008,
R =9.3468,
n=0.013,

g=938,
(28)

n is the order of p in (24). By assuming the above initial
conditions a solution for equations system is as follows:

Important Point. We assume that n = 8 because after

8iteration the sum of homotopy perturbation sentences
converged

yy = —0.5211 xt,
vy = =t x (~0.00078 + 0.0081 x x + 6.81191 x 107 x x),

¥, = 0.0468989 x t* + 0.0000039 x t* X x,

v, = 0.00078 X t — 0.00003 X £* + 0.00072 X t* X x
+1.53268 x 1077 x t* x x> + 5.15579 x 1072
X t2 X x3,
y5 = —0.00422 x £> — 0.000001 x ¢’
X x —2.98520 x 107 x £ x x%,
v; = 0.00078 x t — 0.00003 x t* — 0.000009
X 17 —5.93393 x 10~ x t* X x — 0.00006
X1 X x — 248293 x 107 x £ x x”
~2.01075x 10" x £* x x° — 3.90231
x 107 x 2 x x4,
¥, = 0+ 1.14524 x 10~°> + 0.00037
x 1 +1.91682 x 1077 x t* x x
+1.47767 x 107 x £* x x?
+2.25943 x 107 x t* x x°,
v, = 0.000784 x t — 0.000035 x t* + 0.0000031
X t* +0.0000026 X t* —5.93393 x 10~
X 1% x x+1.24612x 107 x £ x x

+0.000005 x t* x x +5.98835 x 1074

Ys =

V5 =

X 17 X x” +3.4760 x 107 x t* x x* + 4.94182
x 1077 x t* x x* +2.25358 x 1077 x t*

x x* +2.95357 x 107 x t* x x°,
1.14524 x 107 x £ — 3.60753 x 10~ x t* - 0.00003
xt°—1.73362 x 10 x t* x x — 2.87523 x 10°

X 17 x x — 423152 x 1072 x £ x x> — 1.69457
X100 x 2 x x° = 1.71012 x 102! x £ x x*,
0.000784 x t — 0.000035 x t* — 2.85762 x 10~ x t*
—4.230320x 1077 x > =5.93393 x 107" x t* x x
+1.24612x 1077 x £* x x — 2.00269 x 1070 x ¢*

X x —531493 x 107 x * x x +5.98835 x 10~

X 17 x x> —2.29054 x 107" x t* x x* — 4.46926

x 1070 x £2 x x* = 5.66557 x 10" x t* x x°
~9.70961 x 107" x t* x x> — 7.63877 x 107"

xt* x x* = 231265 x 1072 x £* x x° — 2.2355

—-27 5 6
x10 7 xt" xx,

Ve = 1.1452x 10 x £* — 3.3498 x 10~

Ve =

x t* +6.30802 x 107'°¢°

+2.56420 x 107° x t° — 173362 x 107" x t*

X X +9.0495x 107 x t° x x

+3.45027 x 1077 x t° x x + 1.96822 x 10™*®
X1 x x” +8.61416 x 107" x t° x x”

+6.60885 x 1077% x x* + 1.73149 x 107! x ¢°
x x* +1.29435 x 107%° x ° x xs,

0.000784 x t — 0.0000352 x ¢> + 0.000003 x ¢
~2.85759 x 1077 x t* +2.5718 x 10°® x
+5.68576 x 10°° x t* = 59339 x 107° x #* x x
+1.24612 x 1077 x 7 X x — 2.00269 x 107" x ¢*
X x+2.8117x 107" x £* x x + 4.7846 x 107

x 1% x x +5.98835 x 107 x > x x* — 2.29054

x 107 x #* x x?



Y7 =

5.63878 x 107 "° x £° x x*
+5.43022 x 107" x £ x x* — 5.66557 x 10

xttx x* +3.2633x 107 x £ x x° + 1.66316

x 107 x t® x x* +5.14579 x 107 x

x x* +1.97357 x 107 x % x x* + 1.01757

x 1072 x t® x x° +2.24333x 1077 x £°

x x® + 1.69200 x 107*% x % x x7,

1.14525 x 10°% x £ — 3.6075 x 10~° x t* + 6.91099

x 107" x > - 1.07561 x 10" x £°

—2.70354%x 107 xt’ —1.73363 x 10"

Xt x x +9.36160 x 107 x £* x x

~2.83422 x 107 x % x x — 4.779851

x 10710 x 7 x x + 1.96822 x 1078 x £ x x*

—1.56473 x 10 8 x t® x x* — 1.6892 x 107> x ¢’

x x* —1.98627 x 1072 x t* x x° — 2.00466 x 10”7
Xt x x> —9.35669 x 1022 x t x x* — 1.7124

x 1072 x ¢/ x x° = 9.79671 x 10 x t’ x x6,

v, = 0.00078 x t — 0.00003528 x t* + 0.000003 x ¢’

—2.85757x 107 x t* +2.5718 x 107® x £°
—2.31487 x 1077 x t* — 6.32475x 10" x t’
~5.93393 x 107" x t* x x + 1.24612

x 1077 x 7 x x —2.00269 x 1077 x t* x x
+2.81176 x 107" x #* x x — 3.63367 x 102
x 1% % x —4.30797 x 107" x t’ x x + 5.98835
x 107 x 7 x x* — 229054 x 107" x £* x x°
+5.63877 x 107 x £° x x* — 1.11593 x 10~
x 1 x x* = 6.33551 x 107 x ¢’ x x* — 5.66557

x 107 xt* x x* +3.26337x 107 x t° x x°

—1.11362 x 107 x % x x° — 2.59284

x 1070 x ¢’ x x° +5.14579 x 1072 x > x x*

—4.04588 x 10724 x 1% x x* — 4.293833 x 1077 x ¢’
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x x* — 454386 x 1072 x % x x° — 3.30581 x 102
Xt xx° —1.22879 x 1072 x t” x x® — 2.09277

x 1072 xt" x x” —1.2806 x 10 x ¢’ x x°,

yg = 114525 x 107 x £* = 3.60753 x 10 x t* + 6.95737

x 10710 x > — 1.08117 x 107" x £° + 1.49402
x 107 x 7 +24334x 10 x* - 1.73362 x 107"
xt* x x +9.36160 x 107 x £* x x — 2.8378 x 10 **

x % x x +6.45478 x 107" x t” x x + 5.74793
x 107" x % x x + 1.96822 x 107" x £° x x*
— 1.56474 x 1078 x £° x x? + 6.63364 x 107"

Xt/ x x% +2.79942 x 107 x £ x x?

—1.98627 x 1072 x t° x x* +2.13028 x 1072

Xt xx° +4.8047 x 107"% x £*
x x> +1.87921 x 1072 x t” x x* + 3.50310 x 107%

x 5 x x* + 1.146019 x 1072° x £* x x° + 1.60029

x 1072 x £ x x® +7.4149 x 1077 x £ x &7,

vg = 0.00078 x t — 0.00003 X £* + 0.000003 x t* — 2.85756

x 107 x t* +2.57179 x 10 x £* — 2.31476 x 10~

x 1% +2.08377 x 107" x ” + 7.74365 x 10~ *°

x 18~ 593393 x 1077 x % x x + 1.246125 x 10~ x £
X x —2.00269 x 107" x t* x x +2.63873 x 107"

X 17 x x — 3.43898 x 107% x 1% x x + 4.33819 x 107"
xt” x x +3.88011 x 107" x t* x x + 5.98835 x 10™*
X 1 x x% —2.29055 x 107 x £* x x* + 4.98395

x 1077 x £2 x x* — 1.00406 x 10" x t° x x*
+1.85116 x 10 x ¢/ x x% + 7.08736 x 107 * x ¢*
x x* = 5.66558 x 107" x t* x x* +2.733075 x 10™*°
X1 x x° —9.438281 x 1072 x ® x x? +2.71433

x 1072 x t7 x x> +3.69331 x 1076 x £ x x°

+4.116633 x 10 x 2 x x* - 3.17752 x 107

x 18 x x* + 1.607857 x 1072* x t” x x* + 8.00541
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x 1072 x ¥ x x* = 324562 x 107% x t* x x°

+3.83938x 1072 xt" x x° + 8.38422 x 107 x £°

X x° +2.94785 x 10 % x " x x° + 4.49991

x 10728 x £ x x® + 1.23289 x 1072 x ¥ x x”

+1.58747 x 1077 x £ x x® + 7.26969 x 107

8
x5 x x°.

(29)

6. Basic Idea of Homotopy Analysis
Method (HAM)

In this section we employ the homotopy analysis method to
the discussed problem. To show the basic idea, let us consider
the following differential equation:

N[u(7)] =0, (30)

where N is a nonlinear operator, T denotes independent
variable, and u(7) is an unknown function, respectively. For
Simplicity, we ignore all boundary or initial conditions, which
can be treated in the similar way. By means of generalizing
the traditional homotopy method, Liao [18] constructs the so-
called zero-order deformation equation

(1-p)L[$(rp) ~u ()] = phH @ N [¢ (s p)], (1)

where p € [0,1] is the embedding parameter, 7##0 is a
nonzero auxiliary parameter, H(7) #0 is an auxiliary func-
tion, L is an auxiliary linear operator, u,(7) is an initial guess
of u(t), and ¢ (7; p) is an unknown function, respectively; it
is important that one has great freedom to choose auxiliary
things in HAM. Obviously, when p = 0 and p = 1, it holds

¢ (1;0) = uy (1),
¢(r;1) =u(r),

(32)

respectively. Thus as p increases from 0 to 1, the solution
¢(t; p)varies from the initial guess 1, (7) to the solution u(7).
Expanding ¢ (7; p) in the Taylor series with respect to p, one
has

$(rp) =ug(0)+ Y u, (1) p", (33)
m=1
1 "¢ (z;p)
u,, () = l 7 o (34)

If the auxiliary linear operator, the initial guess, the auxiliary
parameter £, and the auxiliary function must be chosen so
properly, the series (33) converges at p = 1, and one has

u (1) =uy (1) + Y, (1), (35)
m=1

which must be one of solutions of original nonlinear equa-
tion, as proved by Liao; as i = —1 and H(7) = 1, (31) becomes

(1-p)L[¢(z;p) —uy (D] + pN [p(r; p)] = 0. (36)

This is mostly used in HPM, whereas the solution can be
obtained directly without using the Taylor series. According
to (36), the governing equation can be deduced from the zero-
order deformation equation (31). The vector is defined as

i, = {uy (1), u, (1),...,u, (7)}. (37)

Differentiating (31) m times with respect to the embed-
ding parameter p, and then setting p = 0 and finally dividing
them by m! we will have the so-called mth-order deformation
equation as

L[u,, (t) — x,u,,_; ()] = hH (1) R,,, (1) » (38)
where
~ 1 3"'N[p(mp)]
R (um—l) - (Wl— 1)| apm_l _ >
(39)
{0, m< 1,
Xy, =
1, m>1.

It should be emphasized that u,, (7) for m > 1 is governed by
the linear equation (37) with the linear boundary conditions
coming from the original problem, which can be easily solved
using the symbolic computation software.

7. Application of Homotopy Analysis Method

For Saint Venant equation (15) and continuity equation (6)
these obtained

P+ VYt 3 =0,

v 1 22 (40)
So—}’x—?’x—;’t—w =
These equations are solved with each other and step by step.
For the continuity equation (6)

L(u) =y,
N @) =yv, +vy, (41)
fl (T) = 0)

and
for the momentum equation (15)

L) =v,
v
N (u) = gy, + v, + gw, (42)
() = gS,.

In the following, we apply HAM to solve St. Venant and
continuity equations in the canals. To obey both the rule of
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solution expression and the rule of the coeflicient periodicity,
the corresponding auxiliary function H(r) = 1 can be
determined uniquely. Then

(1=p)L[y(z:p) - 3o (] = phN [¢, (1: p) = f ()],

(1-p) L[ (7 p) — o (D)] = phN [$, (v p) - f> ()]
(43)
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FIGURE 3: The comparison of HPM, HAM, and FDM for the solution
v(x, t) for different values of 0 < x > 8 and 0 < ¢t > 0.6; i = 0.001.
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FIGURE 4: The comparison of HPM, HAM, and FDM for the solution
y(x,t) for different values of 0 < x > 8and 0 <t > 0.6; A = 0.001.

8. Following the Homotopy Analysis Method

Consider

y, = -0.5211h x t,

vy = —t(—0.00078 x h +0.0081 x h

X x +6.81191 x 1077 xhxxz),

y, = 0.046898 x h* x t* + 0.000003 x h* x t* x x,

v, = 0.000784 x h x t —0.00003528 x h* x t

x H: x 2 x x> +5.155792 x 102 x I* x 2 x x°,

+0.00073 x K> x % x x + 1.53268 x 10~/

3
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1.14525 x 107® x h* x £ +0.0003 x h* x t* — 2.57681
x 107" x b° x t* +1.81034 x 107" x h* x t* x x
+1.06489 x 10 °h° x t* x x + 1.141840 x 10~

x It x t* x x* +3.35835 x 1072 x h° x t*x2
+7.53146 x 1077 x h* x * x x> + 1.50629 x 107*¢

5 4 3
xh” xt*xx,

— 2 2 3
F1GURE 5: The comparison of HPM, HAM, and FDM for the solution vy = 0.00078 x hxt—0.00003 x h* x t* +0.000003 x h

v(x, t) for different values of 0 < x > 4and 0 <t > 0.4; h = 0.001.
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FIGURE 6: The comparison of HPM, HAM, and FDM for the solution
y(x,t) for different values of 0 < x > 4and 0 < t > 0.4; 7 = 0.001.

x £ +0.000003 x h* x t* = 5.93393 x 107 x I® x t*
X x +7.12071 x 107 x 1® x £* x x + 5.34053 x 107*°
x h* x £ x x +0.000005h" x t* x x +2.87314 x 107"
X x ' x x+2.99417 x 107 x 1? x £ x x*
+2.99417 x 107 x 1° x 7 x x* + 2.97951

x 1077 x h* x t* x x* + 4.96582 x 107’1’ x t*

x x* = 6.73690 x 107" x h® x t* x x* + 3.30614

x 1077 x b x t* x x7 +1.49647 x 107 x I x t*

x x° +1.39205 x 107 x K® x t* x

+1.19996 x 107 x h* x t* x x* + 7.60951 x 107**

x I xt* x x* +2.92673 x 107 x 1 x t* x x*
+1.47678 x 1072 x h* x t* x x° +4.92263 x 107>

x b x t* x x° +9.84526 x 107> x h® x t* x xs,

ys = 1.14524 x 10° x h* x £* = 1.80376 x 10~ x h* x t*

y3 = —0.00422 x k> x £ = 0.000001 x h* x
x x—2.9852 x 107 x ? x £ x 1%,
v3 = 0.000784 x h x t — 0.00003 x k> x t* — 0.000009 x K’
Xt —5.93393 x 107 x I° x t* x x — 0.00006 x h’
X 1* x x +1.78018 x 107" x h* x £* x x — 2.11509

x 108 x 1P x 2 x x* —3.67840 x 107 x h* x £

~1.80376 x 10~° x h° x t* — 0.00003 x h° x t°
~1.00796 x 10" x h® x t* — 8.66815 x 107 * x h*
x t* x x — 8.6681 x 107 x h® x t* x x — 2.64522
X107 x I° x £ x x —2.30017 x 1077 x h® x t° x x
+1.56026 x 107 x b’ x £* x x — 3.24013 x 10"
X I x t° x x> —9.43025 x 102 x h° x £ x x*

—~4.83599 x 10 x I’ x 2 x x* — 9.89634 x 1077
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(a) (®)

FIGURE 7: Three-dimensional plot for the solution of Saint Venant equations via homotopy analysis method obtained (a) v(x,t) = v, + v, +
Vy+ vy + v, (D) (X, 8) = vy + v + vy + V3 + Yy + Vs,

5.7900
5.7898

5.7896

(a) (b)

FIGURE 8: Three-dimensional plot for the solution of Saint Venant equations via homotopy analysis method obtained (a) y(x,t) = y, + y; +
Y2t Y3+ s (0) Y6 6) = yo + y1+ s+ Y3+ Yy + Y.

x 107 x W x 2 —2.08717 x 108 x h® x

XxH xt° xx° —569379x 1077 x h® x t* x x° ~5.9339 x 10K x £2 x x + 3.56035 x 107'°
~1.35566 x 1077 x W x t* x x> — 8.55061 x 10™ > x 1> x 2 x x +8.90089 x 1070 x b x £* x x
x B %t x x* —2.85020 x 10* x h® x £* x x* — 1281727 x 1070 x h* x * x x — 7.20971
~5.7004 x 1072 x b x t* x x*, x 107" x B x * x x +1.95619 x 107'¢ x h° x ¢*
vs = 0.000784 x h x t —0.00003 x h* x t* + 0.000003 x h’ X x = 531472 x 107 x b* x t* x x — 2.129523
Xt —3.44607 x 10" x h* x t* - 2.85764 x 1077 x 107 x 1 x £ x x — 4.69487 x 10 ¥ x W’ x £°

xht x t* +2.3261 x 1072 x 1° x t* — 4.0216 X x+2.9941 x 107 x h* x £ x % +2.99418
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(a) (b)

FIGURE 9: Three-dimensional plot for the solution of Saint Venant equations via homotopy perturbation method obtained (a) v(x,t) = v, +
ViV + v+ v+ Vs + Ve + v, (D) V(X E) = vy + v + ¥y + V3 Yy Vs VgV, + Vg

(a) (b)

FIGURE 10: Three-dimensional plot for the solution of Saint Venant equations via homotopy analysis method obtained (a) y(x,t) = y, + ¥, +
Vrt Vst atystysty; O) y(Ot) =Y+ Yty t Y3+ Yat Vst Yot Yt s

x 107" x I’ x££ x x* = 1.01053 x 10 x h* x ¢* ~3.50794 x 10 K’ x 2 x x° +2.03960 x 10!

X x° - 6.73699 x 10" "I’ t*x* - 6.06321 x 10 °h° S HE £ % — 3.3399 x 1018 5 15 x £° x

4 2 —-107.5 5 2
x t1 x x* - 3.66479 x 107 %K% x £2 x x> — 8.04465 _ B
—3.24516 x 10 818 x 2 x x* — 1.01147 x 107847

x 107 HE x £ x x2 +9.49108 x 107K x £° x x*
X £ x x* —4.214463 x 1071 x 2 x x* — 6.91137

—1.69967 x 10 PH* x t* x x® = 1.13311 x 107"

X hS X t4 X x3 _ 1 69967 X 10_19 X h6 X t4 X x3 X 10723h5 X ts >< xs - 9.48098 X 10723]16 X ts >< x5

1133116 x 107" x 1 x £* % x° — 5.95106 — 584808 x 101 x t° x x° — 8.86073 x 10 >*A°

x 10 K x* — 3.407758 x 10 4K 3 X °x° — 4.471004 x 10 21’ x° - 7.45167
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x 10 81%x% — 7.451674 x 107220 °x°

~2.9806 x 10" 218 x°.
(44)

By using first order explicit finite difference method (FDM),
(15) and (6) are solved simultaneously and the capability of
HPM and HAM is compared with FDM (finite difference
method) as a numerical method for solving Saint Venant
equations.

9. Result and Conclusion

In Figures 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, two-dimensional plot for the
comparison of HPM, HAM, and FDM for the solutions v(x, t)
and y(x, t) for different values of x, ¢, and & = 0.001 is shown.
It could be observe a good accuracy between these methods.
In the end we have shown v(x,t) = vy + v, + v, + v+ v, + V5 +
VotV TV V(1) = Yo+ Y1+ Yo+ Y3+ Yat Ys+ Vet Y7+ Vs
and v(x,t) = vy + vy + v, + Vs + Yy + Vs + Ve + Vg, Y(X,E) =
Yo+ Y1+ Y, + Y3+ Vit Vs + Ve + y; by three-dimensional plots
in Figures 7,8,9,and 10 for 0 < t < 1,0 < x < 4 and observed
that the results converged after 8 sentences of HPM and there
is no need to write the term v, y, of homotopy perturbation
method. Then it's shown that HAM is converged after just 5
sentences of y(x,t) and v(x, t).

In this paper, HPM has been successfully applied to
finding the solutions of Saint Venant equations in rectan-
gular canals. The obtained solution is compared with finite
difference method. The homotopy perturbation method had
a little difference with finite difference method, so we solve
Saint Venant equations by homotopy analysis method and
by changing #, we could control error and observed that the
accuracy of HAM is more than HPM for solution of Saint
Venant equations. All the figures show that the results of
the homotopy analysis method are in approximate agreement
with FDM.
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