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Abstract

Flooding causes substantial loss of life, infrastructure damage, livelihood disruption, and socio-
economic impacts, highlighting the need for timely and localized early-warning systems. This study
proposes the Integrated Flood Alert System (IFAS), a conceptual framework integrating
environmental sensing, historical flood information, location-specific thresholds, risk assessment,
and coordinated warning communication. IFAS addresses three flood pathways: direct rainfall,
floodwater propagation from adjacent or upstream areas, and drainage overflow. The framework
was examined using the 2018 Kerala floods and 2024 Dubai flood event as contextual case studies,
alongside a community survey of 160 respondents assessing flood-risk perceptions and acceptance of
integrated warning technologies. 87.5% of respondents expressed concern about flood risk, and
98.1% considered an integrated flood-alert system beneficial for preparedness and loss reduction.
IFAS provides a scalable framework for integrating multi-pathway monitoring with localized risk
assessment and coordinated warning dissemination. However, its predictive accuracy and
operational effectiveness remain unvalidated. Field-based evaluation, sensor and threshold
calibration, warning-lead-time assessment, and comparative performance testing are required
before operational deployment.
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Introduction

Flooding is a major natural hazard causing loss of life, infrastructure damage, livelihood
disruption, and substantial socio-economic losses. Increasing rainfall intensity, rapid
urbanization, inadequate drainage, and interconnected hydrological processes highlight the
need for timely and localized flood-risk information [1-4]. Although structural measures
remain essential, they may be insufficient during rapidly developing or extreme events,
underscoring the importance of effective early-warning systems.

Advances in environmental sensing, Internet-of-Things technologies, cloud computing, and
data-driven analysis have enabled real-time flood monitoring and warning [5,6]. However,
flooding can occur through multiple pathways, including direct rainfall, floodwater
propagation from upstream or adjacent regions, and drainage-system overflow, requiring
complementary monitoring approaches [7].

Translating environmental observations into localized and actionable warnings remains a
further challenge. Historical flood information can help establish location-specific triggering
conditions, while real-time rainfall and water-level observations can indicate developing risk.
Integrating these data with automated communication may enable more timely warnings to
authorities and communities.

Despite advances in flood monitoring and forecasting, an integrated framework addressing
multiple flood pathways within a common warning architecture remains needed. The present
study proposes the Integrated Flood Alert System (IFAS), combining retrospective flood
information, real-time environmental sensing, location-specific thresholds, automated alerts,
and community-oriented communication across three principal flood pathways: direct rainfall,
upstream or adjacent floodwater propagation, and drainage overflow.

This study aims to develop and describe the IFAS framework, examine its relevance through
two flood case studies, and assess community perceptions of integrated flood-warning
technologies. As a proposed, non-validated framework, its predictive accuracy and
operational effectiveness require empirical evaluation.

Literature Review

Flood early-warning systems are an important component of disaster-risk reduction because
timely warnings can support preparedness, evacuation, and emergency response.
Conventional systems commonly rely on rainfall, river levels, hydrological observations, and
forecasting models. However, rapidly developing and localized floods may be difficult to
characterize when monitoring depends on a limited number of environmental variables [8,9].
Recent advances in loT-based sensing, real-time data acquisition, cloud computing, and
artificial intelligence have created opportunities for more responsive flood monitoring. Real-
time rainfall and water-level measurements can provide continuously updated information,
while historical observations can help establish location-specific conditions associated with
previous flooding. However, sensor reliability, communication infrastructure, data quality,
and appropriate threshold calibration remain important requirements for effective
implementation [10,11].

Flood risk may also develop through different pathways, including direct rainfall, movement
of water from upstream or adjacent areas, and drainage-system overflow. Consequently,
systems focusing on a single indicator may not adequately represent localized flood
conditions. Integrating multiple environmental observations within a common warning
architecture may provide more comprehensive situational awareness [12,13].
Community-centred communication is another important component of effective early
warning. Mobile applications, automated notifications, and local sirens can complement
environmental monitoring by reducing the delay between hazard detection and public
awareness. Such systems can provide residents and authorities with location-relevant
information to support preparedness and response [14,15].
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Research Gap

Despite advances in flood sensing, forecasting, and communication, there remains a need for
integrated systems that address multiple flood pathways within a single framework. The
proposed IFAS addresses this gap by combining retrospective flood information, real-time
rainfall and water-level monitoring, location-specific thresholds, automated alerts, and a
community-oriented mobile application. Its principal contribution is therefore the integration
of multi-pathway monitoring and community communication, while quantitative validation
of predictive performance remains necessary for future development.

Methodology and System Design

Study Design

This study employed a conceptual systems-design approach to develop an Integrated Flood
Alert System (IFAS) for localized, multi-pathway flood monitoring and early warning. The
proposed framework integrates retrospective flood information, real-time environmental
sensing, threshold-based risk assessment, automated communication, and community-level
information dissemination. The system was designed to address three principal flood
pathways: direct rainfall-induced flooding, floodwater propagation from adjacent or upstream
regions, and drainage-system overflow.

The study also incorporated contextual analysis of the 2018 Kerala floods and 2024 Dubai
flood event, together with a community survey assessing perceptions of flood risk and
acceptance of integrated flood-warning technologies. The case studies were used to identify
requirements for the proposed framework and were not treated as direct validation datasets.
Conceptual Architecture of IFAS

The core IFAS architecture consists of four interconnected functional layers: (i) data
acquisition, (ii) data processing (iii) communication, and (iv) user interaction. Environmental
sensing units collect rainfall and water-level information [Figure 1]. These observations are
transmitted to a centralized processing environment, where real-time measurements are
considered alongside retrospective flood information and location-specific thresholds. The
resulting risk classification is communicated to authorities and communities through
automated alerts and the IFAS mobile application. This layered architecture enables the
transformation of environmental observations into progressively communicated flood-risk
information rather than treating flood detection and public warning as independent processes.
The operational sequence can be represented as: Monitor — Transmit — Process and assess
— Risk level — Alert & Communicate — Communicate — Inform & Act

This sequence transforms environmental observations into progressively communicated risk
information intended to support preparedness, risk avoidance, and evacuation.
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Figure 1. Conceptual Architecture of IFAS
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Flood Hazard Classification

IFAS was designed to monitor three principal flood scenarios [Figure 2].

Direct rainfall-induced flooding: Rainfall-related measurements are continuously monitored
and compared with location-specific flood-triggering thresholds derived from historical
observations. Graduated warning levels are proposed, allowing precautionary alerts to be
issued before critical conditions are reached. The numerical thresholds described in the
system are illustrative and require local calibration before operational use.

Floodwater propagation from adjacent or upstream regions: Sensor-equipped structures with
monitoring points at predefined elevations are proposed to detect rising water levels as
floodwater moves toward vulnerable areas. Reaching predefined levels triggers transmission
of information to the central processing and communication system, allowing earlier
notification of potentially affected communities.

Drainage-system overflow: Water-level sensors are proposed within or near drainage
infrastructure to identify increasing drainage loads and potential overflow. When monitored
levels approach predefined critical conditions, alerts are generated for relevant authorities
and affected residents.

INTEGRATEDIFLOOD ALERT SYSTEM

(IFAS)

! l
(2] ©

DIRECT RAINFALL- FLOODWATER PROPAGATION DRAINAGE-SYSTEM
INDUCED FLOODING FROM ADJACENT REGIONS OVERFLOW

Flooding caused by intense Flooding due to movement of floodwater Flooding caused by overwhelmed
or prolonged local rainfall. from upstream or neighboring areas. or inadequate drainage systems.

Figure 2. Three principal flood scenarios

Environmental Data Acquisition

Two principal forms of environmental measurement are incorporated: rainfall-related
measurements and water-level measurements. Rainfall monitoring provides information for
direct rainfall-induced flooding, while water-level monitoring supports detection of
floodwater propagation and drainage overflow [Figure 3]. Ultrasonic sensors are proposed
for water-level measurement because they allow non-contact estimation of the distance
between the sensor and water surface. Sensor placement and threshold values are intended to
be adapted to local hydrological and infrastructural conditions.

DATA Environmental Data Collection (Real-Time)
ACQUISITION _
LAYER . Rainfall Sensors -.,- Water-Level Sensors Drainage Sensors
~ « Direct rainfall- + Floodwater movement « Drainage-system
- ¢ ¢4 4 nduced flooding from adjacent / overflow
i i -
* | s===== upstream regions e

Figure 3. Environmental Data Acquisition
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Retrospective Data and Threshold Development

Historical rainfall and flood information forms the reference layer of IFAS. Retrospective
observations are intended to identify environmental conditions associated with previous flood
events and support the development of location-specific flood-triggering thresholds. Real-
time observations can subsequently be compared with these reference conditions to classify
the prevailing level of flood risk [Figure 4].

Derivation of Flood Thresholds from Retrospective Data

1. Historical Rainfall Data

2. Historical Flood Events

3. Historical Water-Level Observations

o Affected areas Recorded water levels (m)

* Observed flood severity + o rTnonlt-orlng-z catons
(None / Minor / Moderate / during historicalisverts
Daily / hourly rainfall Severe)
records for past events
| | |
4. Retrospective Analysis: Relate Water Levels to Observed Flood Impacts
Historical Event Observed Maximum Water Level (m) Observed Flood Impact
@ Event1 1.10 No Floed / Normal
Event 2 1.90 Minor Flood
@ CEvent3 2.80 Moderate Flood
@® Event4 3.60 Severe Flood
@ Events 4.35 Severe / Extreme Flood
5. Flood Thresholds Derived from Historical Evidence
Location-Specific Flood Thresholds
1

~ ® High Threshold .
E e e n s st s e S SRS TR Wmeemmsamnas (=35m) High Threshold (Danger) : >35m
g Brllm e no e cmp p st s 08 VS I SO Moderate Threshold #
E 2 il e s il e sl e e e e e (=25m) Moderate Threshold (Warning) : 25-35m
® 1 ® Low Threshold
= (=1.5m)

Event 1 Event 2 Event 3 Event 4 Event 5 Low Threshold (Alert) : 1.5-25m

Historical Flood Events (Chronological Order)

Flood thresholds are derived by analyzing retrospective rainfall, water-level, and flood impact data.
These location-specific thresholds are used as reference levels for assessing flood risk.

Figure 4. Retrospective Data and Threshold Development

Data Processing and Risk Assessment

Sensor observations are transmitted to a centralized cloud-based processing system, where
current environmental conditions are integrated with historical information. The proposed
system applies threshold-based risk assessment to classify changing conditions and assign
graduated warning levels. The present study describes this analytical architecture
conceptually; it does not provide sufficient empirical data to establish the predictive accuracy
of an Al or machine-learning model. Such model development and independent validation
remain subjects for subsequent research [Figure 5].

IFAS PROCESSING & ASSESSMENT

Real-Time Retrospective Flood @ ' ( ‘
Data Data Thresholds

Risk Assessment

Data Integration & Comparison  Real-time conditions are evaluate
against location-specific flood
thresholds.

Figure 5. Data Processing and Risk Assessment

Warning and Communication Mechanism

IFAS uses a graduated warning mechanism in which increasing environmental risk produces
corresponding levels of notification. Precautionary conditions may generate mobile alerts,
while critical conditions may activate urgent notifications, local sirens, and administrative
alerts [Figure 6]. This multi-channel approach is intended to reduce the delay between

detection and community awareness.
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COMMUNICATION Automated and Multi-Channel Communication
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Figure 6. Warning and Communication Mechanism

Community Interaction and Mobile Application

The proposed IFAS mobile application provides a community-facing interface for accessing
current flood conditions, affected areas, comparatively safer areas, and drainage-related flood
information [Figure 7]. By integrating environmental observations with location-relevant
communication, the application is intended to support preparedness, risk avoidance, and
evacuation decisions.

N
USER o) IFAS Mobile Application
INTERACTION :
| & 9 kK
1 o
Current flood Affected Comparatively Drainage-related
t conditions areas safe areas flood information
J

Figure 7. Community Interaction and Mobile Application

Community Survey

A community survey involving 160 respondents (n = 160) was conducted to assess
perceptions of flood risk and acceptance of integrated flood-warning technologies. The
survey examined concern regarding flood risk, perceptions of socio-economic consequences,
preferences for monitoring rainfall and drainage conditions, and perceived usefulness of an
integrated flood-alert system.

Operational Principle of the Integrated Flood Alert System

The Integrated Flood Alert System (IFAS) operates as a multi-source, multi-hazard early-
warning framework that integrates environmental sensing, retrospective flood information,
real-time monitoring, threshold-based risk assessment, and automated communication. The
system addresses three principal flood pathways: direct rainfall-induced flooding, floodwater
propagation from adjacent or upstream regions, and drainage-system overflow [Figure 8].

1. Environmental Monitoring 2. Historical Information 3. Multi-Pathway Flood
Mechanisms
Real-time sensing of Retrospective flood . .
X rainfall, water levels, {9 data and past * Direct mlr}fa:l
A2 and drainage conditions observations * Upstream/adjacent
floodwater
» Drainage overflow
2 ]
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Continuous Feedback Loop 5. Warning Dissemination 6. Community & Authority Response
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Figure 8. Work flow of the Integrated Flood Alert System

IJRDO Journal of Applied Science by [JIRDO JOURNAL 122



Volume 12 Issue 03 August 2026

The operational sequence begins with continuous monitoring of rainfall and water-level
conditions using location-specific sensing units. Rainfall measurements are used to assess
direct rainfall-related flood risk, while water-level sensors monitor approaching floodwater
and drainage-system loading. The collected observations are transmitted to a centralized
cloud-based processing system, where real-time measurements are evaluated against
historical flood-triggering conditions and predefined location-specific thresholds.
Based on the assessed risk level, IFAS generates graduated warnings. Increasing
environmental risk may result in precautionary mobile notifications, while critical conditions
can trigger urgent alerts, local sirens, and notifications to administrative authorities. The
community-facing mobile application provides information on current
flood conditions, affected areas, comparatively safer areas, and drainage-related flooding
[Figure 9].

OPERATIONAL PRINCIPLE OF THE INTEGRATED FLOOD ALERT SYSTEM (IFAS)

Transforming environmental observations into timely and actionable warnings for a safer and resilient community
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Figure 9. Operational Principle of the Integrated Flood Alert System

Thus, the fundamental operational principle of IFAS is Environmental Monitoring —
Transmit to data centre— Process and assess — Risk level assessment — graduated warnings
— community action [Table 1]. By connecting monitoring, interpretation, and
communication within a single architecture, the framework is intended to reduce the delay
between detection and public awareness and support preparedness, risk avoidance, and
evacuation.

Table 1. Operational stages of the proposed Integrated Flood Alert System (IFAS)

IFAS
tage Input Process tput
Stag Component pu Outpu
. Rainfall and . Raw
. Environmental Continuous .
Stage1- Monitor . . water-level and o environmental
sensing units . monitoring .
flow conditions observations
Stage 2 - Connectivity Sensor Real-time data .
. and cloud . . Centralized data
Transmit . observations transmission
communication
. Interpretable
Cloud-based Real-time + . .
Stage 3- Process . . . Multi-source environmental
processing historical . . . .
and assess . . data integration | information
system information
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Current Comparison and
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Case Studies

Rationale for Case Selection

The 2018 Kerala floods and the 2024 Dubai flood event were examined as contrasting cases
to identify practical requirements for an integrated flood early-warning system. The events
represent different climatic, geographical, and infrastructural contexts while illustrating
challenges related to extreme rainfall, floodwater movement, drainage limitations,
forecasting, and communication. The cases were used as contextual evidence for the
proposed IFAS architecture and not as direct validation datasets.

Kerala Flood Event, 2018

The 2018 Kerala floods were associated with exceptionally high monsoon rainfall,
widespread flooding, landslides, high reservoir levels, dam releases, and downstream water
movement. The event highlights the importance of integrating rainfall monitoring, historical
flood information, water-level assessment, and timely communication. Monitoring
floodwater movement is particularly relevant where water originating in one region may
create downstream risk [1617].

Dubai Flood Event, 2024

The 2024 Dubai flood event provides a contrasting urban context in which intense rainfall
placed substantial pressure on drainage and urban infrastructure. Surface-water accumulation,
transportation disruption, drainage limitations, and communication challenges highlight the
importance of localized drainage monitoring alongside rainfall observation. The case also
demonstrates the need to connect environmental observations with timely communication to
authorities and affected communities [1819].

Cross-Case Implications
The two cases highlight complementary requirements for flood early warning. The Kerala
event emphasizes rainfall, historical information, and floodwater movement, whereas the
Dubai event emphasizes drainage monitoring and rapid urban communication. Together, they
support the integration of multiple flood pathways within a unified warning architecture, as
summarized in [Table 2].

Table 2. Case-study observations and corresponding requirements addressed by the proposed
IFAS framework

Case-study observation Flood-management Corresponding IFAS
requirement component
Extreme and prolonged Continuous rainfall | Rainfall-monitoring unit
rainfall monitoring
Floodwater movement Early detection of rising Water-level monitoring
between regions upstream/adjacent water structures
levels
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Drainage capacity exceeded

Continuous
drainage load

monitoring of

Drainage water-level sensors

Limitations in forecasting

Use of retrospective flood
information with real-time
observations

Historical threshold database
and processing layer

Communication delays

Rapid  dissemination  of

localized warnings

Automated alert and

communication layer

Community vulnerability

Accessible, location-relevant

IFAS mobile application

information

Community Survey Findings

A community survey of 160 respondents (n = 160) assessed perceptions of flood risk and
acceptance of an integrated flood-warning system [Table 3]. The results showed high concern
about flood risk and strong support for improved monitoring and early-warning mechanisms.
Concern about flood risk was reported by 87.5% of respondents, while 98.1% considered an
integrated flood-alert system potentially beneficial for preparedness and reducing flood-
related losses.

Most respondents (97.5%) preferred monitoring of rainfall and drainage conditions, and
96.9% recognized significant socio-economic consequences of flooding. These findings
indicate strong perceived acceptance of localized and integrated flood-warning approaches.
However, the survey reflects perceptions and acceptance rather than demonstrated system
effectiveness; actual improvements in warning lead time, preparedness, and response require
further evaluation

Table 3. Community perceptions of flood risk and acceptance of an integrated flood-warning
system(n=160)

Survey indicator Positive response (%)
Concern about flood risk 87.5
Floods can cause significant socio-economic consequences 96.9
Preference for rainfall and drainage monitoring 97.5
IFAS can improve preparedness and reduce losses 98.1

Discussion

The proposed Integrated Flood Alert System (IFAS) integrates rainfall monitoring,
floodwater propagation monitoring, drainage-overflow detection, historical flood information,
localized thresholds, and multi-channel communication within a unified early-warning
framework. This multi-pathway design is intended to address flood mechanisms that may not
be adequately represented by rainfall information alone.

The 2018 Kerala floods and 2024 Dubai flood event provide contextual support for this
approach by highlighting the importance of rainfall and floodwater monitoring in one setting
and localized drainage monitoring in another. The framework therefore emphasizes adaptable
monitoring and location-specific thresholds rather than reliance on a single indicator.
However, these case studies provide design justification rather than empirical validation.
Community survey findings also indicate strong perceived support for integrated flood-
warning approaches, with 87.5% of respondents expressing concern about flood risk and
98.1% considering IFAS potentially beneficial for preparedness and reducing losses. These
findings reflect community perceptions rather than demonstrated improvements in
preparedness or flood outcomes.

IFAS remains a conceptual framework without field wvalidation; therefore, sensor
performance, threshold accuracy, warning lead time, communication reliability, and
predictive effectiveness remain to be established. Although AI/ML approaches may be
incorporated into future processing, the present study does not demonstrate Al-based
predictive accuracy. Field validation and site-specific calibration are required before
operational deployment. [Table 4] Summarizes the principal flood-management challenges
addressed by the proposed framework.
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Table 4. Flood-management challenges addressed by the proposed Integrated Flood Alert
System (IFAS) framework

Existing Flood- | Limitation/Challenge | IFAS Component | Expected
Management Addressing the | Contribution
Problem Problem
Dependence on Rainfall does not Three-part Monitoring rainfall,
rainfall information | capture all pathways monitoring upstream/adjacent
alone through which architecture water movement,
flooding develops and drainage
conditions
Floodwater arriving | Communities may Upstream/adjacent- | Earlier indication of
from receive insufficient region water-level approaching
adjacent/upstream warning when sensors floodwater
areas floodwater originates

elsewhere

Drainage-system
overflow

Localized flooding
may occur when
drainage capacity is
exceeded

Drainage water-level
monitoring

Identification of
abnormal drainage
load and potential
overflow

Limited use of
historical flood

Current observations
may be difficult to

Retrospective data
repository and

Establishment of
location-specific

information in local | interpret without threshold flood-triggering

warning location-specific development conditions
context

Communication Detection does not Automated multi- Faster

delays automatically channel alert system | dissemination of
guarantee rapid public warnings
notification

Fragmented Residents may not IFAS mobile Centralized access

information for have a single source application to flood alerts,

residents for current flood affected areas, safer
information areas, and drainage

information

Potential socio- Flooding disrupts | Integrated Intended to reduce

economic losses infrastructure, monitoring and safe | exposure and
livelihoods, transport, | location information | improve resilience
and economic activity by effective

mobilization

Fragmented flood- Different flood Integrated IFAS Combines multiple

monitoring mechanisms may be architecture hazards within a

approaches monitored single framework
independently

Strengths

IFAS integrates three flood pathways—rainfall-induced flooding, floodwater propagation,
and drainage overflow—with historical information, real-time monitoring, localized
thresholds, and multi-channel warnings. Its adaptable architecture and community-oriented
communication provide a unified approach to localized flood-risk monitoring and warning.

Limitations

IFAS remains a conceptual framework without field wvalidation; therefore,

sS€nsor

performance, threshold accuracy, warning lead time, communication reliability, and
operational effectiveness have not been established. The study also does not demonstrate Al-
based predictive accuracy, while the community survey reflects perceptions rather than
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measured behavioural or socioeconomic outcomes. Site-specific calibration and field-based
validation are required before operational deployment.

Conclusion

The increasing occurrence of extreme weather events necessitates innovative and scalable
flood management solutions. The Integrated Flood Alert System (IFAS) offers a
comprehensive framework that combines historical rainfall analysis, real-time monitoring,
automated warning systems, and community engagement strategies to improve flood
preparedness and resilience. The proposed system addresses flooding caused by direct
rainfall, water movement from adjacent regions, and drainage overflows, providing
communities with timely information to protect lives and property. Although additional field
validation is required, IFAS demonstrates significant potential as a cost-effective tool for
disaster risk reduction and socio-economic sustainability.
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