
Research Article

Advances in Mechanical Engineering
2022, Vol. 14(8) 1–17
� The Author(s) 2022
DOI: 10.1177/16878132221115931
journals.sagepub.com/home/ade

Reliability, Availability, Maintainability,
and Dependability analysis of
Tube-wells Integrated with
Underground Pipelines in agricultural
fields for irrigation

Ashish Kumar1, Monika Saini1, Rajkumar Bhimgonda Patil2, Sameer
Al-Dahidi3 and Mohamed Arezki Mellal4

Abstract
Reliability, Availability, Maintainability, and Dependability (RAMD) study of Tube-wells Integrated with Underground
Pipelines (TIUP) is crucial as they are the backbone of the irrigation system. This study is carried out with an objective
to perform RAMD analysis, and Failure Modes and Effects Analysis (FMEA) unified with the development of a novel sto-
chastic model using Markovian approach to estimate the Steady-State Availability (SSA) of the TIUP. A real case study of
a conventional TIUP system has been performed to validate theoretical and practical results of the proposed model. The
failure and repair rates of all subsystems followed exponential distribution, and their impact on system/subsystem’s avail-
ability and other reliability measures has been investigated. All the repairs are perfect and random variables associated
with failure and repair rates are statistically independent. The centrifugal pump and power supply units are the most crit-
ical components as far as reliability and maintainability aspects. The labor also plays a critical role in the operation of the
TIUP system.
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Introduction

Agriculture is one of the oldest professions done by
human beings after the inception of civilization. In the
current age, a large portion of the population is involved
in agricultural activities either directly or indirectly. The
production of any crop depends upon irrigation, fertili-
zers, and improved varieties of seeds. The irrigation com-
ponent is one that influences most the whole yield of the
crop. Irrigation to crops in India is done from ancient
times through wells, ponds, etc. In 1912, the first attempt
was made in Punjab to draw water with the help of a
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tube-well.1 During the last three decades, tube-well engi-
neering emerges rapidly and now in northern part of
India including Punjab, Haryana, etc., most of the farm-
ers have their own tube-wells for irrigation. Tube-wells
are installed in the fields, and then through the under-
ground pipelines, water is transported to the fields. In
this process, many components are involved that makes
tube-wells integrated with underground pipelines (TIUP)
a complex system.

The Tube-well with Integrated Underground Pipeline
(TIUP) is a prominent source of irrigation in agricultural
fields. Underground water is withdrawn and transported
through the pipelines for irrigation purpose, as shown in
Figure 1. The TIUP system comprises five main subsys-
tems, they are: power supply unit, borewell unit, centrifu-
gal pump, pipeline, and labor. All these units can be
considered as series structure as failure of anyone causes
the complete system failure, while at component level
various type redundancies also utilized to increase the
reliability and availability of the system.

Kaneda and Ghaffar2 presented some empirical
results on the effects of tube-wells on the agriculture of
Punjab. The operation of TIUP with high reliability is
highly required as failure of its cause’s crucial economic
effects on farmers including loss of income. Lack of irri-
gation can spoil the crops either partially or completely.

Several studies have been carried out to estimate the
reliability of agricultural machinery. For instance, Najafi
et al.3 conducted a study on reliability investigation of
agricultural machinery, namely sugarcane chopper har-
vester. Durczak et al.4 established a mathematical model
for reliability analysis of farm tractors based on actual fail-
ures data collected from a manufacturer. Soltanali et al.5

proposed a sustainable production process in automotive
manufacturing through reliability, availability, and main-
tainability methodologies. Da Silva et al.6 proposed a

methodology to diagnose the failure in the transmission
system of agriculture tractors. This approach is based
upon predictive maintenance-based software.

Hashimoto et al.7 developed a criterion based upon
reliability, resiliency, and vulnerability for water resource
systems for performance evaluation. Feng et al.8 used
Markov Chain to forecast the agricultural water trajec-
tory. Li et al.9 estimated the reliability of village-level sup-
ply facility of groundwater irrigation in rural China.
Mazumder et al.10 performed reliability estimation of
water distribution systems incorporating physical prob-
abilistic pipe failure approach. Afsharnia et al.11 sug-
gested a model for the optimization of sugarcane
harvester machine based on fault tolerance Bayesian net-
work reliability by applying the concept of preventive
maintenance. Alsharqawi et al.12 suggested a model for
water distribution network’s reliability prediction.
Darvini et al.13 carried out the performance estimation of
water distribution systems by incorporating the leakage
and temporal variability of water demand. Masciopinto
et al.14 discovered the applications of quantitative micro-
bial risk assessment (QMRA) for safe agricultural water
reuses in coastal areas. Elshaboury et al.15 adopted a
minimal cut set approach for the reliability estimation of
water distribution networks.

Failure Mode and Effect Analysis (FMEA) is a well-
known methodology for risk assessment and is rapidly
used in complex systems. Stamatis16 explained FMEA
from theory to execution. Smaranda et al.17 used FMEA
in water supply systems. Arabian-Hoseynabadi et al.18

used FMEA for wind turbine’s reliability evaluation.
Hwang et al.19 proposed resilience-based Failure Mode
Effects and Criticality Analysis (FMECA) for regional
water supply system. Patil and Kothavale20 conducted
FMEA analysis of CNC Turning Center. Kumar et al.21

performed Reliability, Availability, Maintainability, and

Figure 1. TIUP system under consideration: (a) TIUP line, (b) shaft of TIUP, and (c) redundant energy units.
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Dependability (RAMD) analysis and FMEA analysis of
soft water treatment and supply plant.

Another popular approach for reliability evaluation
of industrial systems when failure and repair rates follow
memoryless property is the Markovian approach.
Chiquet et al.22 developed a mathematical model for a
stochastic dynamic system and estimated the reliability
with Markovian approach. Barak et al.23 proposed a sto-
chastic model for reliability analysis of a single-unit sys-
tem with inspection subject to different weather
conditions. Barak and Barak24 studied the impact of
abnormal weather conditions on various reliability mea-
sures of a repairable system with inspection. Adumene
and Okoro25 proposed a Markov model for reliability
evaluation of offshore wind energy system under harsh
environments. Aggarwal and Kumar26 proposed a sto-
chastic model for availability optimization of a crushing
system of a sugar plant and optimized it using the
Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) algorithm.

RAMD analysis approach used extensively by
researchers on time to repair and time to between failures
data. Aggarwal et al.27 carried out performance modeling
of the skim milk powder production system of a dairy
plant using RAMD analysis. Aggarwal et al.28 performed
mathematical modeling of the serial processes in refining
system of a sugar plant using RAMD analysis. Saini and
Kumar29 conducted RAMD analysis for performance
analysis of evaporation system in the sugar industry.
Choudhary et al.30 proposed RAM methodology for the
cement industry and discovered the most sensitive com-
ponent. Goyal et al.31 evaluated the reliability, maintain-
ability, and sensitivity of the sewage treatment plant’s
physical processing unit to investigate the plant’s perfor-
mance. Gupta et al.32 carried out the analysis of cooling
tower in steam turbine power plant using RAMD investi-
gation. Patil et al.33 used Markov chains in RAM analy-
sis of a Computerized Numerical Control Turning
Center. Velmurugan et al.34 used RAMD approach for
performance Analysis of Tyre Manufacturing System in
the Small and Medium Enterprises (SMEs). Recently,
Saini et al.35 performed the availability optimization of
condenser of STPP using metaheuristic methodologies.
Kumar et al.36 suggested an efficient model for opera-
tional availability optimization of cooling towers. Kumar
et al.37 suggested an efficient computational model for
performance optimization of e-waste management plants
(Table 1).

The extensive literature review reveals that the relia-
bility evaluation of tube-wells integrated with under-
ground pipelines has not been explored so far. There is
also a need to study the effects caused by failures of
such systems. Therefore, the objective of this work is to
perform RAMD analysis, and FMEA unified with the
development of a stochastic model using Markovian
approach to estimate the long-run availability of the
TIUP system. The effectiveness and adequacy of the

proposed model is assessed and compared with a case
study of a conventional TIUP system.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. In
Section 2, material and methods are presented and illu-
strated. Specifically, RAMD and their statistical measures
are described. In Section 3, the real TIUP case study is dis-
cussed in terms of system description, subsystems, nota-
tions, and assumptions. In Sections 4 and 5, the RAMD
and the availability analysis are stated, respectively. In
Section 6, system level FMEA is described and applied to
the system under study. In Section 7, the overall analysis
results are reported and discussed. Finally, some conclu-
sions are drawn in Section 8.

Material and methods

Reliability

According to Billinton and Allan,38‘‘reliability is the
probability of an equipment performing its task ade-
quately for a specified period intended under specified
operating conditions.’’ Reliability can be calculated by
using the following formula:

R tð Þ= 1�
ðt

0

f tð Þ:dt=

ð‘

t

f tð Þ:dt ð1Þ

where R(t) is the reliability (i.e. survivor) at time t, and
f tð Þ is the failure Probability Density Function (PDF)
at time t.

If the failure PDF is exponentially distributed, then:

R tð Þ= e�lt ð2Þ

where l is the rate parameter related to the failure rate.

Availability

According to Billinton and Allan,38‘‘availability is defined
as the probability that a component or system is performing
its required function at a given time when it is used under
stated operating conditions.’’ In simple words, availability is
the probability of finding any product in operating state. It
is classified as point, steady-state, and interval availability.
Mathematically, the availability function is given by:

A=
MTBF

MTBF +MTTR
ð3Þ

where A is the steady state or long-run availability,
MTBF is the Mean-Time Between Failure, and MTTR is
the Mean-Time To Repair.

Maintainability

‘‘Maintainability is defined to be the probability that a
failed component or system will be restored to a speci-
fied condition within a period of time when mainte-
nance is performed in accordance with prescribed

Kumar et al. 3
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procedures’’ Billinton and Allan.38 In simple words, it
is the probability that the failed system will be repaired
to its working state. Maintainability function for expo-
nential distribution is given by:

M tð Þ=
ðt

0

me�mt:dt= 1� e�mt ð4Þ

where M(t) is the maintainability at time t, and m is the
repair rate of the component or the system.

Dependability

It is a measure of the degree of consistency of perfor-
mance. It provides a single measurement to assess the
performance based on reliability and maintainability. If
failure and repair rates followed exponential distribution,
then dependability is the ratio of failure and repair rates.
Mathematically, the dependability ratio is given by:

d =
m

l
ð5Þ

Availability function can be expressed in terms of
dependability as A= d=1+ d. The value of depend-
ability will be high if the availability is larger than 0.9.
The minimum value of dependability can be calculated
using the following expression:

Dmin = 1� 1

d � 1
)

� �
e�

ln(d)
d�1 � e�

d�ln(d)
d�1

� �
ð6Þ

where d is the dependability ratio, and Dmin is its mini-
mum value Aggarwal et al.28.

Mean-Time Between Failure (MTBF)

The average of the times between failures is called the
Mean-Time Between Failures (MTBF) Aggarwal
et al.28. Mathematically, it can be found by:

MTBF =

ðt

0

tf tð Þ:dt=
1

l
ð7Þ

Mean-Time To Repair (MTTR)

The average of the repair times is called the Mean-Time
To Repair (MTTR) Aggarwal et al.28. Mathematically,
it can be found by:

MTTR=

ðt

0

tg tð Þ:dt=
1

m
ð8Þ

where g tð Þ is the repair function.

Real case study: System description,
assumptions, notations, and flow chart

System description

The configuration and working procedure of the compo-
nents of TIUP system is described here. Figure 2 presents
the configuration (i.e. the Reliability Block Diagram
(RBD)) of the TIUP system. The failure and repair data
required for the analysis are collected from the owner of
the TIUP system. It is reported that all the repair facili-
ties are available within 5km range of the system. The
information is given on following heads: subsystems,
type of failures, number of failures, time to failure, time
to repair and component failed for a period of 2 years.

The system mainly suffers due to electrical and
mechanical failures. The subsystem’s description is
given as follows:

Power supply unit (PSU). PSU is a significant component
to operate the TIUP system. Farmers have various options
of power, such as electricity (EL), diesel engine (ES), and
tractor (TR). The economic condition of the farmer deci-
des the number of power sources that can use to run the

Figure 2. Flowchart of TIUP system.
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TIUP system. In the presented case, the farmer has all
three sources of power to operate the TIUP system and
can be used on standby as and when required. As the
power supply from the state electricity board is very irre-
gular, and it is generally available between 6:00 P.M. and
6:00 A.M. So, for the rest of the time, the electric power
generated by the diesel engine or the tractor are used.

Borewell unit (BU). In most of the TIUP systems, only one
pipe is dragged into land up to water level. But in the con-
sidered system, two non-identical systems have been hauled
into the ground at different depths. The primary pipe (P) is
hauled up to 80 ft, while the secondary pipe (S) is dragged
up to 35 ft approximately. Both of the pipes are connected
through flanges. After that, a single pipe appears on the
ground, and on its upper part, a T-type socket is fixed. On
the one-part, an electric motor is fixed, while the end is
fixed for the tractor/engine. In practice, the usage of two
non-identical pipes would increase the amount of water.

Centrifugal pump unit (CPU). It is the main component in
tube-wells. It has several components, such as glen,
router, shaft, bush, and bearing. Failure of any of these
components causes the failure of the complete system.
In practice, the centrifugal pump faces the highest num-
ber of failures and, thus, without a proper maintenance
intervention, it will be very difficult to effectively oper-
ate it. In the present analysis, TIUP system have a
SWV440C nominal head model centrifugal pump is
used by the farmer. Its prime mover rate is 7HP, speed

1500 rpm, and efficiency at 75%. It is connected to a
power supply unit with a shaft.

Pipeline unit (PLU). It is the underground line of PVC
pipes buried below 3 ft of the surface. It connects the
tube-well source point, and at a terminal point, there is
a valve to release the water into the fields.

Labor unit (MU). To operate the whole system successfully,
a dedicated person (called labor) is required. Sometimes,
in the absence of labor, or if the farmer stays far from the
system, there is a chance that the pump runs dry due to
the unavailability of the water in the well, and due to this,
the electrical/ mechanical failures may take place.

Assumptions

The following assumptions have been made to carry
out the analysis of the present work:

� more than one failure will not occur at a time;
� failure and repair rates of all components are

exponentially distributed;
� switch devices are perfect;
� unit works as-good-as-new after every repair action.

Notations

The following notations have been utilized to develop
the models:

S. no. Sub-system Code Failure rate/h (li ) Repair rate/h mi

Operative mode Failed mode

1 Electricity & electric motor (EL) A a l1 m1

2 Standby diesel engine (ES) B b l2 m2

3 Standby tractor (TR) C c l3 m3

4 Primary Borewell (P) D d l4 m4

5 Secondary Borewell (S) E e l5 m5
6 Pipeline Unit (PU) F f l6 m6

7 Centrifugal Pump Unit (CPU) G g l7 m7

8 Labor Unit (MU) H h l8 m8

ci, i= 0, 1, 2, . . . , 7: Probability that system is in ith state

c0(t), : At time t, the system at 0 state

s: Operative state

�: Failed state

h=(1� h) Repaired by ordinary/ expert repairman

g=(1� g)Repaired by ordinary/ expert repairman

m9: Repair rate of both borewell units simultaneous

6 Advances in Mechanical Engineering



Flow chart

In this section, the methodology used for reliability
evaluation of TIUP is presented with the help of flow
chart appended in Figure 3. Initially, the configura-
tion of the TIUP system is investigated. The failure
and repair rates of various sub systems is derived
from the collected failure and repair data. The relia-
bility, availability, maintainability, and dependability
measures of all the subsystems are derived through
developing the time dependent mathematical model
for each subsystem. By using probabilistic arguments,
the transient behavior of RAMD measures for whole
system is derived. After that, to identify the steady
state availability and most sensitive component of the
TIUP system Markov analysis is performed. The
Chapman-Kolmogorov differential-difference equa-
tions derived and simplified using algebraic methods
for above stated rate of parameters. The risk assess-
ment of the system is performed by using failure mode
and effect analysis. The labels and function of all the
components defined initially. The type of failures and
their impact on system is analyzed. The severity,
probability and detection frequency of the failures
determined and RPN number is obtained. On the
basis of RPN number, the policies are formulated to
reduce the risk of failures.

RAMD analysis

The required data for RAMD analysis has been
obtained with the help of the TIUP system owner. The
data has been collected for the following questions:
(i) Number of subsystems, (ii) number of failures of
each subsystem, (iii) time to failures, (iv) time to
repair, (v) type of failure, and (vi) name of the
failed subsystem, for 2 years. The major failure faced
by farmers are electrical, mechanical (related to rou-
ter, bearing), and human. Based on the given infor-
mation, the values of the various parameters are
obtained and summarized in Table 2. By incorporat-
ing the above-stated assumptions and notations,
changeover diagrams associated with each subsystem
have been prepared and shown in Figure 4(a) to (c).
By applying the Markovian birth-death process,
Chapman-Kolmogorov differential equations Saini
and Kumar29 have been derived to obtain the
RAMD measures of these systems.

Power supply unit (PSU)

PSU has three units EL (i.e. Electricity and equipment),
ES (i.e. Diesel engine), and TR (i.e. Tractor). Initially,
the EL unit is operative while ES and TR are kept in
cold standby. In practice, the failure of all three units

Figure 3. Flow chart of reliability evaluation procedure.
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causes a complete system failure. The state changeover
diagram of the PSU system is appended in Figure 4(a).
The differential equations associated with the state
changeover diagram are given as follows:

c
0

0 tð Þ= � l1c0 tð Þ+hm2c2 tð Þ+m1c1 tð Þ+ gm3c3 tð Þ
c
0

1 tð Þ= � (m1 + l2)c1 tð Þ+ l1c0 tð Þ+ 1� hð Þm2c2 tð Þ
c
0

2 tð Þ= � (m2 + l3)c2 tð Þ+ l2c1 tð Þ+ 1� gð Þm3c3 tð Þ
c
0

3 tð Þ= � m3c3 tð Þ+ l3c2 tð Þ
ð9Þ

Letting t! ‘ and applying initial conditions, equation
(9) shown above become:

� l1C0 +hm2C2 +m1C1 + gm3C3 = 0

� (m1 +l2)C1 + l1C0 +(1� h)m2C2 = 0

� (l3 +m2)C2 + l2C1 +(1� g)m3C3 = 0

� m3C3 + l3C2 = 0

ð10Þ

Since c0 +c1 +c2 +c3 = 1, solving equation (10),
one can get:

C0 = 1+ k +
l2k

(l3 +m2)� (1� g)l3

+
l3l2k

m3f(l3 +m2)� (1� g)l3g

� ��1

wherek = l1 (l2 +m1)�
m2l2(1� h)

(l3 +m2)� (1� g)l3

� ��1

Similarly, expressions c1 and c2 have been derived.
Based on the state changeover diagram, the availability
of the system model is APSU =c0 +c1 +c2 = 0:97086.

Other measures of system effectiveness are as
appended below in Table 3.

Borewell unit (BU)

BU has two non-identical units, P (i.e. primary borewell)
and S (i.e. secondary borewell). Initially, both units are

in operative mode. In practice, the failure of both units
causes a complete system failure. The state changeover
diagram of the BU system is appended in Figure 4(b).
The differential equations associated with the state chan-
geover diagram are:

c
0

0 tð Þ= � l4 +l5ð Þc0 tð Þ+m4c1(t)+m5c2(t)+m9c3(t)

c
0

1 tð Þ= � m4 +l5ð Þc1 tð Þ+l4c0(t)

c
0

2 tð Þ= � m5 +l4ð Þc2 tð Þ+l5c0 tð Þ
c
0

3 tð Þ= � m9c3 tð Þ+l5c1(t)+l4c2(t)

ð11Þ

Letting t! ‘ and applying initial conditions, equation
(11) shown above become:

� l4 + l5ð Þc0 tð Þ+m4c1 tð Þ+m5c2 tð Þ+m9c3 tð Þ= 0

� m4 + l5ð Þc1 tð Þ+ l4c0(t)= 0

� m5 + l4ð Þc2 tð Þ+ l5c0 tð Þ= 0

� m9c3 tð Þ+ l5c1 tð Þ+ l4c2 tð Þ= 0

ð12Þ

Since c0 +c1 +c2 +c3 = 1, solving equation (12),
one can get:

c0 = 1+
l4

(m4 + l5)
+

l5

(m5 +l4)
+

l4l5

m9

f 1

m4 +l5ð Þ +
1

(m5 +l4)
g

� ��1

Similarly, expressions c1 and c2 have been derived.
Based on the state changeover diagram, the availability
of the system model is ABU =c0 +c1 +c2 = 0:99991.

Other measures of system effectiveness are appended
in Table 3.

Pipeline unit (PLU)

PLU has only one unit, and its failure causes the com-
plete system failure. The state changeover diagram of
the PLU system is appended in Figure 4(c). The differ-
ential equations associated with the state changeover
diagram are:

c
0

0 tð Þ= � l6c0 tð Þ+m6c1(t)

c
0

1 tð Þ= � m6c1 tð Þ+ l6c0(t)
ð13Þ

Letting t! ‘ and applying initial conditions, equation
(13) shown above becomes:

� l6c0 +m6c1 = 0

� m6c1 + l6c0 = 0
ð14Þ

Since c0 +c1 = 1, solving equation (14), one can get:

c0 = 1+
l6

m6

� ��1

Table 2. Failure and repair rates of various subsystems.

Subsystem name Failure rate Repair rate

Electricity and
equipment (EL)

l1 = 0:1 m1 = 0:0625

Diesel engine (ES) l2 = 0:000457 m2 = 0:5
Tractor (TR) l3 = 0:00001142 m3 = 1
Primary borewell (P) l4 = 0:00001427 m4 = 0:0208
Secondary borewell (S) l5 = 0:0000381 m5 = 0:125
Pipeline (PU) l6 = 0:0001142 m6 = 0:1667
Centrifugal pump
unit (CPU)

l7 = 0:0002283 m7 = 0:1667

Labor unit (MU) l8 = 0:001142 m8 = 0:5
Complete borewell system m9 = 0:1458
Repair probability:
h= 0:6,l= 0:7

8 Advances in Mechanical Engineering



Based on the state changeover diagram, the availability
of the system model is APLU =c0 = 0:998632.

Other measures of system effectiveness are appended
in Table 3.

Centrifugal pump unit (CPU)

CPU has only one unit, and its failure causes the com-
plete system failure. The state changeover diagram of
the CPU system is appended in Figure 4(c). The differ-
ential equations associated with the state changeover
diagram are:

c
0

0 tð Þ= � l7c0 tð Þ+m7c1(t)

c
0

1 tð Þ= � m7c1 tð Þ+ l7c0(t)
ð15Þ

Letting t! ‘ and applying initial conditions, equation
(15) shown above become:

� l7c0 +m7c1 = 0

� m7c1 + l7c0 = 0
ð16Þ

Since c0 +c1 = 1, solving equation (16), one can get:

c0 = 1+
l7

m7

� ��1

Based on the state changeover diagram, the availability
of the system model is ACPU =c0 = 0:998632.

Other measures of system effectiveness are appended
in Table 3.

Labor unit (MU)

Labor is a very critical component in the irrigation sys-
tem, and its failure causes complete system failure. The
state changeover diagram of the MU system is
appended in Figure 4(c). The differential equations
associated with the state changeover diagram are:

c
0

0 tð Þ= � l8c0 tð Þ+m8c1(t)

c
0

1 tð Þ= � l8c1 tð Þ+m8c0(t)
ð17Þ

Letting t! ‘ and applying initial conditions, equation
(17) shown above becomes:

� l8c0 +m8c1 = 0

� l8c1 +m8c0 = 0
ð18Þ

Since c0 +c1 = 1, solving equation (18), one can get:

c0 = 1+
l8

m8

� ��1

Based on the state changeover diagram, the availability
of the system model is AMU =c0 = 0:997721.

Other measures of system effectiveness are appended
in Table 3.

TIUP system time dependent system
availability analysis

Among the RAMD measures, availability is a char-
acteristic that can be used to identify the most sen-
sitive components of the TIUP system. The
operational procedure of TIUP is highly influenced
by failure and repair rates. Thus, the impact of fail-
ure and repair rates on time dependent system
availability has been investigated by mathemati-
cally analyzing the system. Using the assumptions
and notations described above, a changeover dia-
gram has been prepared and appended in Figure 5.
It is observed that transition from one state to
another state with some rate parameter. Here, ci(t)
is transition probability from state i at time t and
c0i(t) is the derivate with respect to time. Using sim-
ple probabilistic arguments and changeover

Figure 4. (a) Changeover diagram of PSU, (b) changeover
diagram of BU, and (c) changeover diagram of PU, CPU, and
MU.

Kumar et al. 9



diagram, the mathematical model has been devel-
oped. The differential equations have been described as
follows:

c
0

1 tð Þ+
X6

i= 1
li

n o
c1 tð Þ=m1c2(t)+ m2c3 tð Þ

+m3c4 tð Þ+m4c12 tð Þ+m5c11(t)+m6c10(t)

ð19Þ

c
0

2 tð Þ+ m1 +
X7

i= 2
li

n o
c2 tð Þ=l1c1(t)+ m7c5 tð Þ

+m2c9 tð Þ+m3c7 tð Þ+m4c15(t)+m5c14(t)+m6c13(t)

ð20Þ

c
0

3 tð Þ+ m2 +
X6

i= 1, 3
li

n o
c3 tð Þ= l2c1(t)+ m1c9 tð Þ

+m3c45 tð Þ+m4c44 tð Þ+m5c43(t)+m6c42(t)

ð21Þ

Table 3. Important reliability characteristics of various subsystems.

System characteristics Power supply
unit (PSU)

Borewell unit (BU) Pipeline
unit (PLU)

Centrifugal pump
unit (CPU)

Labor unit (MU)

R tð Þ e�0:10046842t e�0:00005237t e�0:0001142t e�0:0002283t e�0:001142t

M tð Þ 1� e�3:34t 1� e�0:5818t 1� e�0:1667t 1� e�0:1667t 1� e�0:5t

MTBF 9:95338 hrs: 19094:902hrs: 8756:567hrs 4380:2015hrs 876:657hrs
MTTR 0:2994 hrs 1:7187 hrs 5:9988 hrs 5:9988 hrs 2 hrs
D 33:244 11109:4137 1459:7198 730:18 437:828
Dmin 0:973017 0:99991 0:999318 0:998643 0:997748

Figure 5. Changeover diagram of TIUP system.
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c
0

4 tð Þ+ m3 +
X6

i= 1, 2, 4
li

n o
c4 tð Þ= l3c1(t)+ m1c7 tð Þ

+m2c38 tð Þ+m4c39 tð Þ+m5c40(t)+m6c41(t)

ð22Þ

c
0

5 tð Þ+ m7 +
X6, 8

i= 2
li

n o
c5 tð Þ= l7c2(t)+ m3c6 tð Þ

+m2c8 tð Þ+m4c19 tð Þ+m5c18 tð Þ+m6c17 tð Þ
+m8c16(t)

ð23Þ

c
0

6 tð Þ+ m3 +
X8

i= 2, 4
li

n o
c6 tð Þ= l3c5(t)+ l7c7 tð Þ

+m8c20 tð Þ+m2c21 tð Þ+m4c22 tð Þ+m5c23 tð Þ
+m6c24(t)

ð24Þ

c
0

7 tð Þ+ m1 +m3 +
X7

i= 2, 4
li

n o
c7 tð Þ= l1c4(t)

+ l7c7 tð Þ+m8c20 tð Þ+m2c21 tð Þ+m4c22 tð Þ
+m5c23 tð Þ+m6c24(t)

ð25Þ

c
0

8 tð Þ+ m2 +m7 +
X6, 8

i= 3
li

n o
c8 tð Þ= l8c9(t)

+ l2c5 tð Þ+m8c29 tð Þ+m3c30 tð Þ+m4c31(t)

+m5c32(t)+m6c33(t)

ð26Þ

c
0

9 tð Þ+ m2 +m1 +
X7

i= 3
li

n o
c9 tð Þ= l1c3(t)

+ l2c2 tð Þ+m7c8 tð Þ+m3c34 tð Þ+m4c35(t)

+m5c36(t)+m6c37(t)

ð27Þ

c
0

10 tð Þ+m6c10 tð Þ= l6c1(t) ð28Þ

c
0

11 tð Þ+m5c11 tð Þ= l5c1(t) ð29Þ

c
0

12 tð Þ+m4c12 tð Þ= l4c1(t) ð30Þ

c
0

13 tð Þ+m6c13 tð Þ= l6c2(t) ð31Þ

c
0

14 tð Þ+m5c14 tð Þ= l5c2(t) ð32Þ

c
0

15 tð Þ+m4c15 tð Þ= l4c2(t) ð33Þ

c
0

16 tð Þ+m8c16 tð Þ= l8c5(t) ð34Þ

c
0

17 tð Þ+m6c17 tð Þ= l6c5(t) ð35Þ

c
0

18 tð Þ+m5c18 tð Þ= l5c5(t) ð36Þ

c
0

19 tð Þ+m4c19 tð Þ= l4c5(t) ð37Þ

c
0

20 tð Þ+m8c20 tð Þ= l8c6(t) ð38Þ

c
0

21 tð Þ+m2c21 tð Þ= l2c6(t) ð39Þ

c
0

22 tð Þ+m4c22 tð Þ= l4c6(t) ð40Þ

c
0

23 tð Þ+m5c23 tð Þ= l5c6(t) ð41Þ

c
0

24 tð Þ+m6c24 tð Þ= l6c6(t) ð42Þ

c
0

25 tð Þ+m2c25 tð Þ= l2c7(t) ð43Þ

c
0

26 tð Þ+m4c26 tð Þ= l4c7(t) ð44Þ

c
0

27 tð Þ+m5c27 tð Þ= l5c7(t) ð45Þ

c
0

28 tð Þ+m6c28 tð Þ= l6c7(t) ð46Þ

c
0

29 tð Þ+m8c28 tð Þ= l8c8(t) ð47Þ

c
0

30 tð Þ+m3c30 tð Þ= l3c8(t) ð48Þ

c
0

31 tð Þ+m4c31 tð Þ= l4c8(t) ð49Þ

c
0

32 tð Þ+m5c32 tð Þ= l5c8(t) ð50Þ

c
0

33 tð Þ+m6c33 tð Þ= l6c8(t) ð51Þ

c
0

34 tð Þ+m3c34 tð Þ= l3c9(t) ð52Þ

c
0

35 tð Þ+m4c35 tð Þ= l4c9(t) ð53Þ

c
0

36 tð Þ+m5c36 tð Þ= l5c9(t) ð54Þ

c
0

37 tð Þ+m6c37 tð Þ= l6c9(t) ð55Þ

c
0

38 tð Þ+m2c38 tð Þ= l2c4(t) ð56Þ

c
0

39 tð Þ+m4c39 tð Þ= l4c4(t) ð57Þ

c
0

40 tð Þ+m5c40 tð Þ= l5c4(t) ð58Þ

c
0

41 tð Þ+m6c41 tð Þ= l6c4(t) ð59Þ

c
0

42 tð Þ+m6c42 tð Þ= l6c3(t) ð60Þ

c
0

43 tð Þ+m5c43 tð Þ= l5c3(t) ð61Þ

c
0

44 tð Þ+m4c44 tð Þ= l4c3(t) ð62Þ

c
0

45 tð Þ+m3c45 tð Þ= l3c3(t) ð63Þ

The initial conditions associated with the model are:

Y
i

t = 0ð Þ= 1 if i= 1

0 if i 6¼ 1

�
ð64Þ

As the mathematical model of the TIUP system for
time-dependent system availability is a very complex,
and analytical solution of it is very difficult to obtain.
So, using MATLAB R2019a the Runga-Kutta method
of fourth order has been implanted to get the numerical
solution.

The following formulation provides the numerical
values of SSA for the TIUP system:

Kumar et al. 11



TDSA=
X9

i= 1

Y
i

(t) ð65Þ

FMEA analysis

Failure Modes and Effects Analysis (FMEA) is an
extensively used methodology in reliability engineer-
ing. Generally, FMEA is classified into three cate-
gories namely: design FMEA, process FMEA and
system FMEA. Because of RAMD and steady state
results of TIUP system, system level FMEA is
applied here. In practice, it helps in identifying the
probable failures, evaluate their effect on the opera-
tion of system and suggest solution processes to
overcome those effects.39 The FMEA outputs are
helpful to rectify the errors in the design and produc-
tion phase of any item. It involves examination of
hardware, software, human and functional compo-
nents of any system/process. The qualitative mea-
surements of severity, occurrence, and detection are
appended in Table 4.

In our investigation, maintainability is the issue of
concern as the system operates in different environ-
mental conditions under the open sky. Sometimes
the system sinks in water also due to heavy rainfall
and high level of seepage in the fields. Therefore, we
visited the site of the tube-well and discussed the
challenges faced by farmers to operate and maintain
such systems. The data is collected from the farmer
on the number of failures and time to repair. On the
basis of that, FMEA at the system level has been per-
formed as given below:

i. The system and its components were described
carefully, and probable failure modes and their
effects were determined. It is observed that the avail-
ability of operating equipment’s, labor and mainte-
nance scheduling are the key factors affecting the
TIUP system;
ii. The key cause of failure is also identified and
appended in FMEA sheet, as shown in Table 4. It

helps in deciding which kind of maintenance is
required; On the existing failure modes there is no
current control except maintenance planning and
detection rate is high in the FMEA matrix;
iii. Risk Priority Number (RPN) has been calculated
for each mode by multiplying severity (1–10), occur-
rence (1–10) and detection (1–10) ranges between 1
and 1000. The smaller value of RPN is better. RPN
helps in identification that which problem must be
solved on priority basis rather than focusing the
whole;
iv. After observing the RPN values an action plan is
suggested for the failure modes which have high
RPN value.
v. It is observed that the disruption in electricity sup-
ply, unavailability of standby units like engine/ trac-
tor, electronic item failure and mechanical failures
are the factors responsible for the current maintain-
ability level of TIUP unit.

Results and discussion

The failure of any component causes the complete fail-
ure of system that motivated to consider it as a series
system. The reliability, availability, maintainability,
and dependability expressions of series system can be
derived by using the following expressions:

RTIUP tð Þ=
Y5

i= 1
Ri tð Þ= e�0:10200529t ð66Þ

ATIUP tð Þ=
Y5

i= 1
Ai tð Þ= 0:965912 ð67Þ

MTIUP tð Þ=
Y5

i= 1
Mi tð Þ= 1� e�4:7552t ð68Þ

DminTIUP
tð Þ=

Y5

i= 1
Dmini

tð Þ= 0:96876 ð69Þ

From Table 5, it is revealed that reliability of system
decreases with respect to time for all subsystems as well
as system. The power supply unit, labor unit and cen-
trifugal pump attain minimum reliability that resulted
that after 10 h system’s reliability is only 0.130015.

Table 4. Severity, occurrence, and detection rating.

Rating Severity (S) Occurrence (O) Detection (D)

1 No damage happened Inaccessible failure. 1unit fail in 100,000 Surely detectable
2 Very minor loss Low. 1 unit fail among 10,000 Very high chance
3 Minor loss High chance
4 low Mild. 1 unit fail among 100 Mild
5 Mild
6 Low
7 High High. Failures occurs repeatedly. 1 unit fail among 10 Very low
8 Very high Remote
9 Hazardous loss with cautioning Very high. Very frequent failures. 1 unit fail out of 2 Inaccessible
10 Hazardous loss without cautioning Totally uncertain

12 Advances in Mechanical Engineering



After 60 h reliability of system decreases up to 0.002198
that is very crucial. While Table 6 revealed that bore-
well unit have lowest maintainability value and it takes
maximum time to restore in operational condition after
repair. From Table 5, it is revealed that power supply
unit is the most sensitive component of the TIUP sys-
tem and highly influenced the reliability of the whole
system. The repair of pipeline and centrifugal pump
takes time takes time in repairing.

By making some variation in various failure and
repair rates, the impact on time dependent system avail-
ability of system has been observed. A constant change
of 50% has been made in all parametric values associ-
ated in repair rates. From Table 7, it is revealed that
with respect to time steady state availability decrease
slightly but variation in failure rate of some subsystems
like power supply unit, secondary borewell, pipeline,
and centrifugal pump influenced the most. Any change
in failure rate of any subsystem causes the decline in
availability of TIUP system. While Table 8 showed that
any increment in repair rate resulted as the enhance-
ment of the system availability. It is revealed by Table 7
that, the availability of the power supply unit is less in
comparison of all other units in long run. This validates
the results of RAMD analysis.

Conclusions

The key findings of the present study are pointed out as
follows:

� Through RAMD analysis, it is observed that
steady state system availability of TIUP system
is 0.965912 while TDSA is 0.9983249 after 400h.

� Power supply unit and labor are the less reliable
subsystems which reduces the whole system
reliability.

� The reliability of TIUP system after 60 h is
0.002198 only.

� The dependability ratio and its minimum value
is greater than 0.9 for all subsystems and system
that indicates that system availability is high.

� It is revealed that whole system certainly restored
in working conditions.

� A constant change of 50% in all failure and
repair rates highlighted significant increment of
TIUP system reliability and maintainability,
respectively.

� Centrifugal pump is the most sensitive compo-
nent in sense of variation in failure rate.

� The systems which have provision of redundancy
are highly reliable and available.

� From FMEA analysis given in Table 9, it is
observed that electricity and electric components
and maintenance planning are the main factors
for system failure with high RPN value 720 and
810 respectively.

� The availability results derived by RAMD, and
Markovian approaches shows that power supply
unit is the most sensitive unit in TIUP systems
and need extra care for successful operation.

Finally, it is concluded that the TIUP system can be
made more reliable and available for use by taking care
of most sensitive components through proper mainte-
nance or providing spare units. Though, the present
model is developed for TIUPs but the same methodol-
ogy can be applied for other irrigation systems also.

Table 5. Reliability of various subsystems with respect to time.

Time (h) RPSU RBU RPU RCPU RMU RTIUP

10 0.36616 0.999476 0.998859 0.99772 0.988645 0.360576
20 0.134073 0.998953 0.997719 0.995444 0.977419 0.130015
30 0.049092 0.99843 0.99658 0.993174 0.96632 0.04688
40 0.017976 0.997907 0.995442 0.99091 0.955348 0.016904
50 0.006582 0.997385 0.994306 0.98865 0.9445 0.006095
60 0.00241 0.996863 0.993171 0.986395 0.933775 0.002198

Table 6. Maintainability of various subsystems with respect to time.

Time (h) MPSU MBU MPU MCPU MMU MTIUP

10 1 0.997026 0.811187 0.811187 0.993262 1
20 1 0.999991 0.96435 0.96435 0.999955 1
30 1 1 0.993269 0.993269 1 1
40 1 1 0.998729 0.998729 1 1
50 1 1 0.99976 0.99976 1 1
60 1 1 0.999955 0.999955 1 1

Kumar et al. 13



T
a
b

le
7
.

Im
p
ac

t
o
f
va

ri
o
u
s

fa
ilu

re
ra

te
s

o
n

st
ea

d
y

st
at

e
av

ai
la

b
ili

ty
o
f
T

IU
P

sy
st

em
.

T
im

e
(h

)
B
as

e
lin

e
(T

ab
le

1
)

l
1
+

5
0
%

of
l

1

l
2
+

5
0
%

of
l

2

l
3
+

5
0
%

of
l

3

l
4
+

5
0
%

of
l

4

l
5
+

5
0
%

of
l

5

l
6
+

5
0
%

of
l

6

l
7
+

5
0
%

of
l

7

l
8
+

5
0
%

of
l

8

4
0

0
.9

9
8
6
2
5
1
9

0
.9

9
8
6
2
4
9
0

0
.9

9
8
6
2
5
0
9

0
.9

9
8
6
2
5
0
9

0
.9

9
8
4
3
1
9
0

0
.9

9
8
4
7
4
2
4

0
.9

9
82

8
4
1
2

0
.9

9
8
6
2
4
2
5

0
.9

9
8
6
2
4
2
5

8
0

0
.9

9
8
4
5
4
2

0
.9

9
8
4
5
3
9

0
.9

9
8
4
5
4
1

0
.9

9
8
4
5
4
1

0
.9

9
8
1
7
6
9

0
.9

9
8
3
0
2
3

0
.9

9
81

1
2
8

0
.9

9
8
4
5
3
2

0
.9

9
8
4
5
3
2

1
2
0

0
.9

9
8
3
8
1

0
.9

9
8
3
8
0
8

0
.9

9
8
3
8
0
9

0
.9

9
8
3
8
0
9

0
.9

9
8
0
6
7
3

0
.9

9
8
2
2
9
1

0
.9

9
80

3
9
7

0
.9

9
8
3
8
0
1

0
.9

9
8
3
8
0
1

1
6
0

0
.9

9
8
3
4
9
2

0
.9

9
8
3
4
9

0
.9

9
8
3
4
9
1

0
.9

9
8
3
4
9
1

0
.9

9
8
0
1
9
7

0
.9

9
8
1
9
7
4

0
.9

9
80

0
7
9

0
.9

9
8
3
4
8
3

0
.9

9
8
3
4
8
3

2
0
0

0
.9

9
8
3
3
5
4

0
.9

9
8
3
3
5
1

0
.9

9
8
3
3
5
3

0
.9

9
8
3
3
5
3

0
.9

9
7
9
9
8
9

0
.9

9
8
1
8
3
5

0
.9

9
79

9
4
1

0
.9

9
8
3
3
4
4

0
.9

9
8
3
3
4
4

2
4
0

0
.9

9
8
3
2
9
4

0
.9

9
8
3
2
9
1

0
.9

9
8
3
2
9
3

0
.9

9
8
3
2
9
3

0
.9

9
7
9
8
9
9

0
.9

9
8
1
7
7
5

0
.9

9
79

8
8
1

0
.9

9
8
3
2
8
4

0
.9

9
8
3
2
8
4

2
8
0

0
.9

9
8
3
2
6
8

0
.9

9
8
3
2
6
5

0
.9

9
8
3
2
6
7

0
.9

9
8
3
2
6
7

0
.9

9
7
9
8
6

0
.9

9
8
1
7
4
9

0
.9

9
79

8
5
5

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
8

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
8

3
2
0

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
6

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
4

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
5

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
5

0
.9

9
7
9
8
4
3

0
.9

9
8
1
7
3
8

0
.9

9
79

8
4
4

0
.9

9
8
3
2
4
7

0
.9

9
8
3
2
4
7

3
6
0

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
1

0
.9

9
8
3
2
4
9

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5

0
.9

9
7
9
8
3
6

0
.9

9
8
1
7
3
3

0
.9

9
79

8
3
9

0
.9

9
8
3
2
4
2

0
.9

9
8
3
2
4
2

4
0
0

0
.9

9
8
3
2
4
9

0
.9

9
8
3
2
4
6

0
.9

9
8
3
2
4
8

0
.9

9
8
3
2
4
8

0
.9

9
7
9
8
3
2

0
.9

9
8
1
7
3
1

0
.9

9
79

8
3
7

0
.9

9
8
3
2
4

0
.9

9
8
3
2
4

T
a
b

le
8
.

Im
p
ac

t
o
f
va

ri
o
u
s

re
p
ai

r
ra

te
s

o
n

st
ea

d
y

st
at

e
av

ai
la

b
ili

ty
o
f
T

IU
P

sy
st

em
.

T
im

e
(h

)
B
as

e
(T

ab
le

1
)

m
1
+

5
0
%

of
m

1

m
2
+

5
0
%

of
m

2

m
3
+

5
0
%

of
m

3

m
4
+

5
0
%

of
m

4

m
5
+

5
0
%

of
m

5

m
6
+

5
0
%

of
m

6

m
7
+

5
0
%

of
m

7

m
7
+

5
0
%

of
m

7

4
0

0
.9

9
8
6
2
5
1
9

0
.9

9
8
6
2
5
4
9

0
.9

9
8
6
2
5
2
6

0
.9

9
8
6
2
52

6
0
.9

9
8
6
8
6
5
1

0
.9

9
8
7
2
4
6
2

0
.9

9
8
8
5
2
1
6

0
.9

9
8
6
2
5
8
1

0
.9

9
8
6
2
5
8
2

8
0

0
.9

9
8
4
5
4
2

0
.9

9
8
4
5
4
5

0
.9

9
8
4
5
4
2

0
.9

9
8
4
5
42

0
.9

9
8
5
9
0
3

0
.9

9
8
5
5
5
5

0
.9

9
8
6
8
1
9

0
.9

9
8
4
5
4
8

0
.9

9
8
4
5
4
8

1
2
0

0
.9

9
8
3
8
1

0
.9

9
8
3
8
1
3

0
.9

9
8
3
8
1
1

0
.9

9
8
3
8
11

0
.9

9
8
5
6
3
5

0
.9

9
8
4
8
2
3

0
.9

9
8
6
0
8
7

0
.9

9
8
3
8
1
7

0
.9

9
8
3
8
1
7

1
6
0

0
.9

9
8
3
4
9
2

0
.9

9
8
3
4
9
5

0
.9

9
8
3
4
9
3

0
.9

9
8
3
4
93

0
.9

9
8
5
5
5
8

0
.9

9
8
4
5
0
5

0
.9

9
8
5
7
6
9

0
.9

9
8
3
4
9
9

0
.9

9
8
3
4
9
9

2
0
0

0
.9

9
8
3
3
5
4

0
.9

9
8
3
3
5
7

0
.9

9
8
3
3
5
5

0
.9

9
8
3
3
55

0
.9

9
8
5
5
3
6

0
.9

9
8
4
3
6
7

0
.9

9
8
5
6
3
1

0
.9

9
8
3
3
6

0
.9

9
8
3
3
6

2
4
0

0
.9

9
8
3
2
9
4

0
.9

9
8
3
2
9
7

0
.9

9
8
3
2
9
5

0
.9

9
8
3
2
95

0
.9

9
8
5
5
3

0
.9

9
8
4
3
0
7

0
.9

9
8
5
5
7

0
.9

9
8
3
3

0
.9

9
8
3
3

2
8
0

0
.9

9
8
3
2
6
8

0
.9

9
8
3
2
7
1

0
.9

9
8
3
2
6
8

0
.9

9
8
3
2
68

0
.9

9
8
5
5
2
8

0
.9

9
8
4
2
8

0
.9

9
8
5
5
4
4

0
.9

9
8
3
2
7
4

0
.9

9
8
3
2
7
4

3
2
0

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
6

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
9

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
7

0
.9

9
8
3
2
57

0
.9

9
8
5
5
2
8

0
.9

9
8
4
2
6
9

0
.9

9
8
5
5
3
3

0
.9

9
8
3
2
6
3

0
.9

9
8
3
2
6
3

3
6
0

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
1

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
4

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
2

0
.9

9
8
3
2
52

0
.9

9
8
5
5
2
7

0
.9

9
8
4
2
6
4

0
.9

9
8
5
5
2
8

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
8

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
8

4
0
0

0
.9

9
8
3
2
4
9

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
2

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5

0
.9

9
8
5
5
2
7

0
.9

9
8
4
2
6
2

0
.9

9
8
5
5
2
6

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
6

0
.9

9
8
3
2
5
6

14 Advances in Mechanical Engineering



T
a
b

le
9
.

FM
E
A

o
f
T

IU
P

sy
st

em
.

P
ro

ce
d
u
re

fu
n
ct

io
n

K
ey

fa
ilu

re
m

o
d
e

K
ey

ef
fe

ct
o
f

fa
ilu

re
Se

v
K

ey
ca

u
se

(s
)

o
f
fa

ilu
re

O
cc

u
r

C
u
rr

en
t

p
ro

ce
d
u
re

co
n
tr

o
ls

D
et

ec
R

P
N

R
ec

o
m

m
en

d
at

io
n
s

A
cc

o
u
n
ta

b
ili

ty
an

d
ai

m
Se

v
O

cc
D

et
R

P
N

A
va

ila
b
ili

ty
o
f

o
p
er

at
in

g
eq

u
ip

m
en

t

D
is

ru
p
ti
o
n

in
el

ec
tr

ic
it
y

su
p
p
ly

,
n
o
n
-

av
ai

la
b
ili

ty
o
f

St
an

d
by

u
n
it
s

lik
e

E
n
gi

n
e/

Tr
ac

to
r

Ir
ri

ga
ti
o
n

ca
n
n
o
t

b
e

d
o
n
e

an
d

d
ir

ec
tl
y

af
fe

ct
th

e
cr

o
p

p
ro

d
u
ct

io
n

8
Le

ss
su

p
p
ly

o
f
el

ec
tr

ic
it
y

9
N

o
n
e

1
0

7
2
0

P
u
rz

ch
as

e
sp

ec
ia

l
el

ec
tr

ic
it
y

co
n
n
ec

ti
o
n
,
u
se

re
d
u
n
d
an

t
u
n
it
s

in
b
et

te
r

w
ay

Fa
rm

er
/p

er
so

n
w

h
o

o
p
er

at
es

th
e

Tu
b
e-

w
el

l

7
5

7
2
4
5

E
le

ct
ro

n
ic

it
em

s
fa

ilu
re

/
M

ec
h
an

ic
al

fa
ilu

re
s

5
N

o
n

e
1
0

4
0
0

U
se

q
u
al

it
y

it
em

s
o
f
re

p
u
te

d
m

an
u
fa

ct
u
re

rs

Fa
rm

er
6

5
8

2
4
0

E
n
ga

ge
m

en
t

o
f
tr

ac
to

r
in

an
y

o
th

er
ac

ti
vi

ty

4
N

o
n
e

1
0

3
2
0

A
rr

an
ge

o
th

er
eq

u
ip

m
en

t
Fa

rm
er

5
3

8
1
2
0

N
o

p
ro

p
er

m
ai

n
te

n
an

ce
sc

h
ed

u
lin

g

6
N

o
n
e

1
0

4
8
0

Sc
h
ed

u
le

m
ai

n
te

n
an

ce
af

te
r

a
p
re

sp
ec

ifi
ed

ti
m

e

Fa
rm

er
/

O
p
er

at
o
r

8
5

8
3
2
0

N
o
n

av
ai

la
b
ili

ty
o
f

sp
ar

e
p
ar

ts

P
u
rc

h
as

e
w

at
er

fo
r

ir
ri

ga
ti
o
n

fr
o
m

o
th

er
tu

b
e-

w
el

lo
r

w
ai

t
u
n
ti
l
th

e
sp

ar
e

p
ar

ts
av

ai
la

b
le

ti
ll

th
at

sy
st

em
re

m
ai

n
id

le

6
H

ig
h

D
em

an
d

8
N

o
n
e

1
0

3
6
0

A
w

ar
e

fa
rm

er
s

to
cu

lt
iv

at
e

th
o
se

cr
o
p
s

w
h
ic

h
re

q
u
ir

e
le

ss
w

at
er

A
gr

ic
u
lt
u
re

o
ff
ic

er
o
f
vi

lla
ge

7
7

8
3
9
2

la
n
o
u
r

N
o
n

av
ai

la
b
ili

ty
o
f

sk
ill

ed
o
p
er

at
o
r

Sy
st

em
fa

ils
d
u
e

to
h
u
m

an
er

ro
rs

8
D

u
e

to
n
eg

lig
en

ce
,

n
o
n

p
re

se
n
ce

n
ea

r
sy

st
em

d
u
ri

n
g

o
p
er

at
io

n
al

ti
m

e

5
N

o
n
e

1
0

4
0
0

A
p
p
o
in

t
a

sk
ill

ed
o
p
er

at
o
r

o
n

p
ip

el
in

e

Fa
rm

er
7

5
7

2
4
5

M
ai

n
te

n
an

ce
p
la

n
n
in

g
Fa

rm
er

h
av

e
n
o

m
ai

n
te

n
an

ce
p
la

n
n
in

g
to

av
o
id

fu
tu

re
fa

ilu
re

s

N
o
t

p
re

p
ar

ed
fo

r
d
ea

lin
g

th
e

fu
tu

re
fa

ilu
re

s

9
N

o
p
ro

p
er

h
an

d
lin

g
o
f

sy
st

em

9
O

n
ly

tw
o

ti
m

es
in

a
ye

ar
M

ai
n
te

n
an

ce
is

d
o
n
e

1
0

8
1
0

Fo
r

fa
rm

er
s

so
m

e
T

P
M

w
o
rk

sh
o
ps

sh
o
u
ld

b
e

o
rg

an
iz

ed

A
gr

ic
u
lt
u
re

d
ep

ar
tm

en
t

o
f

st
at

e

8
6

8
z

3
8
4

Kumar et al. 15



The present study is carried out on limited data and in
future it can be extended by collecting large amount of
data from various sources. Here, labor is only consid-
ered in terms of presence or absence only associated
with considered system, in future study, competence of
the various persons will be considered. The sensitivity
analysis of system performance measures can be con-
ducted in future work. As well as an effort can be made
to achieve the global solution by applying some
advanced metaheuristics, such as genetic algorithm,
Gray-wolf optimization, and particle swarm
optimization.
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