

  remotesensing-14-05421




remotesensing-14-05421







Remote Sens. 2022, 14(21), 5421; doi:10.3390/rs14215421




Article



Estimation of Water Balance for Anticipated Land Use in the Potohar Plateau of the Indus Basin Using SWAT



Muhammad Idrees 1[image: Orcid], Shakil Ahmad 1,*[image: Orcid], Muhammad Wasif Khan 1, Zakir Hussain Dahri 2, Khalil Ahmad 3, Muhammad Azmat 1 and Irfan Ahmad Rana 1[image: Orcid]





1



School of Civil and Environmental Engineering (SCEE), National University of Sciences and Technology (NUST), Sector H-12, Islamabad 44000, Pakistan






2



Pakistan Agricultural Research Council, Sector G-5, Islamabad 44000, Pakistan






3



Department of Civil and Environmental Engineering, King Abdulaziz University, Jeddah 22254, Saudi Arabia









*



Correspondence: shakilahmad@nice.nust.edu.pk; Tel.: +92-51-9085-4614







Academic Editor: Magaly Koch



Received: 10 September 2022 / Accepted: 24 October 2022 / Published: 28 October 2022



Abstract

:

Land Use/Land Cover (LU/LC) change is among the dominant driving factors that directly influence water balance by transforming hydrological responses. Consequently, a thorough comprehension of its impacts is imperative for sustainable water resource planning and development, notably in developing worlds such as Pakistan, where agriculture is a major livelihood. This research intends to assess the continuing changes in LU/LC and evaluate their probable repercussions on the hydrological regime of the Potohar Plateau. The maximum likelihood classification (MLC) algorithm for land use classification of the high-resolution satellite imageries, the Cellular-Automata Markov Chain Model (CA-MCM) for the projection of LU/LC maps, and the Soil and Water Assessment Tool (SWAT) in tandem with SWAT-CUP for hydrological modeling were employed in this research. The high-resolution climatic dataset (10 × 10 km) was used in SWAT. The LU/LC analysis revealed a continual propagation of agricultural and built-up lands at the detriment of forest and barren land during the last three decades, which is anticipated to continue in the future, too. Hydrological model calibrations and validations were performed on multi-basins, and the performance was evaluated using different statistical coefficients, e.g., the coefficient of determination (R2), Nash–Sutcliffe Efficiency (NSE), Kling–Gupta Efficiency (KGE), and Percent Bias (PBIAS). The results yielded that the model performed very well and demonstrated the model’s robustness in reproducing the flow regime. The water balance study revealed that the anticipated LU/LC changes are projected to decrease the mean annual surface runoff, water yield, and streamflow due to an increase in percolation, lateral flow, sub-surface flow, and evapotranspiration. More significant variations of the water balance components were observed at the sub-basin level, owing to the heterogeneous spatial distribution of LU/LC, than at the basin level. The outcome of this study will provide pragmatic details to legislative bodies to develop land and water management ameliorative strategies to harness hydrological changes sustainably.
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1. Introduction


Sustainable management of watersheds and environmental systems is receiving thriving attention from local, continental, and intercontinental institutes because they are essential for ecosystem preservation, poverty alleviation, and food security in developing countries, where agriculture is a major livelihood [1]. Additionally, Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) specify essential socioeconomic, environmental, and hydrological processes characterized by performance indices [2].



Numerous unidentified anthropogenic biomes affect ecosystems at various spatial-temporal scales. The cumulative effects of environmental change, which integrates multi-scale climate change (CC), and disruptions to natural and socio-ecosystems, alter and deteriorate ecosystem characteristics [3]. Climate change and LU/LC seem to be the most overriding drivers of the hydrological processes, impacting flow regimes and water balance components in watersheds worldwide [4]. LU/LC change is a significant attribute of global environmental change due to its diverse implications. LU/LC change is intrinsically accompanied by an expansion of economic activities, machine-intensive agriculture, unregulated infrastructural sprawl, and a substantial demographic transition from remote rural areas to urban centers, a characteristic feature of LU/LC change in the Anthropocene era [5]. Furthermore, interactions between these parameters at the basin scale might thus have a confounding impact, resulting in spatial-temporal variation of hydrological components [6,7].



Changes in LU/LC are the most prominent driving agents of hydrological variation at spatio-temporal scales. Various researchers have identified the effects of LU/LC change on the flow regime. For example, an increase in flow during the wet season and a decrease in flow during the dry season in Hoeya River Basin, Korea, from 1975–2050 were attributed to urban sprawl [8]. The growth of agricultural and built-up lands at the cost of vegetation in the Andassa watershed, Ethiopia, from 1985 to 2045 caused an increase in annual surface runoff and water yield [9]. An increase in infrastructural development and agricultural activities in the upper Athi basin of the Nairobi metropolitan area from 1985 to 2055 corresponds to the increasing surface runoff and evapotranspiration [7]. Other studies in the East African watershed [10], Big Sioux River watershed [11], Krishna river basin [12], Xinanjiang basin [13], and Bhavani basin [14] have also revealed significant implications of LU/LC changes to exacerbate hydrological components. [15] The quantification of water balance helps to better comprehend the dynamics of physical processes in the upper Chao Phraya River Basin, Thailand. The author of [16] evaluated the trends in the various hydrological variables to rationalize the intensification of the global hydrological cycle. Other studies in Peninsular India [17], 32 global basins [18], and 24 global basins [19] presented uncertainties in the quantification of water balance.



Spatio-temporal LU/LC projections are useful tools for identifying the relationships between different simulated changes in LU/LC dynamics and their underlying causes [20]. The CA-Markov Chain Model (CA-MCM) embedded into MOLUSCE was applied to project changes in LU/LC to 2050 and performed very well with a kappa coefficient of 0.72 in the Astore watershed [21]. Other studies such as those in the Nashe basin, Ethiopia [22], the Wuhan metropolitan area, Central China [23], Pu county, Shanxi province, Chinese Loess Plateau [24], the city of Faisalabad, Pakistan [25], Heihe river basin China [26], and in Shiyang river basin, China [20] have recommended an integrated CA-Markov model for LU/LC projection.



Hydrological models are essential in quantifying the implications of LU/LC changes in water balance [12]. The SWAT model was recommended since it had been commonly employed in large-scale modeling and simulations to evaluate the plausible ramifications of land management practices and LU/LC changes related to hydrologic components. Previous investigations have suggested the efficacy of the SWAT model in quantifying the implications of LU/LC changes on hydrological components. For instance, studies in the Potohar Plateau [27], in Europe [28], Ib river watershed, India [29], the Upper Sind river basin, India [30], Tons river basin, India [31], Ghataprabha basin, India [32], and in the eastern Baltic Sea region [33] have recommended the SWAT model to simulate the water balance components of the basins.



Multiple research works have been carried out to investigate the implications of climate change on flow regimes since the publication of the 5th Assessment Report of IPCC [34]. Investigations on the Haro and Soan Basin have noted that climate change will, in turn, intensify uncertainties regarding water availability [35,36]. However, the degree to which the flow regime responds to LU/LC change has not been thoroughly studied, and this response differs between watersheds and LU/LC scenarios. Due to demographic growth, agricultural and built-up lands have significantly increased, causing a dramatic change in flow regime at spatial-temporal scales. To manage water resources sustainably, it is crucial to evaluate how climate change will alter the hydrological processes and how different LU/LC scenarios will impact the flow regime [13]. Though a number of researchers have identified the heightened problem of LU/LC change [11] and have investigated LU/LC changes in the region [37,38], there is a lack of quantifying the impact of these changes on the hydrological regime. Thus, this research is one of the few to evaluate the LU/LC change implications on hydrologic components in a vast rainfed agricultural-dominated region, which might be essential for sustainable LU/LC planning and water resource management.



The study targeted formulating a pivotal framework to comprehend historical and projected LU/LC changes and their implications on water balance in the Plateau. Specifically, the historical LU/LC maps projected by CA-MCM were employed to drive the SWAT model to simulate flow regimes under changing scenarios. With this in mind, the overarching objectives of this research are: (1) To assess the spatiotemporal LU/LC changes in the Plateau, (2) To setup and parameterize a high-resolution hydrological model, and (3) To quantify spatiotemporal water balance under changing LU/LC scenarios. Using the results of this study, water managers and policymakers would be able to develop ameliorative strategies to mitigate water availability on spatial and temporal scales.




2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Study Area


The Potohar Plateau is the largest rainfed tract in Pakistan and is situated in the northern Punjab province, which is in the northeastern part of Pakistan. The Plateau consists of five administrative units, namely Attock, Chakwal, Jhelum, Rawalpindi, and Islamabad Capital Territory. Its area is approximately 22,254 km2 with an elevation of 133 to 2221 m a.m.s.l. The region geographically lies in Sindh Sagar Doab, which is bound by the Indus River on the west and the Jhelum River on the east and stretches southward from the foothills of the Himalayas to the salt range [27]. The region’s topography is highly undulating, which is constituted by rolling plains in the east, lofty mountains to the west, and dissected ravine belts (Figure 1). The Potohar Plateau mainly includes six river basins, namely Bhuna, Haro (the hatched portion incorporated in hydrological modeling, which lies outside the Potohar Plateau), Kahan, Kanshi, Reshi, and Soan. Out of six river basins, only three gauged river basins, i.e., Soan, Haro, and Kanshi (Figure 2), have been analyzed to simulate the hydrological regime under current and projected LU/LC [39].



The climate of the Plateau varies from semi-arid to sub-humid, with scorching summers and relatively cold winters. Generally, moist and sub-humid climates predominate in the northern portion of the region, whereas dry and semi-arid environments predominate in the central and southern regions, respectively. The yearly precipitation varies from 1750 mm in the northwest to 450 mm in the southwest. Precipitation distribution in the region is bi-modular in nature because of two precipitation patterns, i.e., westerlies and Monsoon. The westerly aggravation triggers the first peak, while Monsoon triggers the second peak of higher magnitude. The temperature ranges from 4 to 40 °C, but it can increase beyond its normal limits due to natural processes and non-environment-friendly anthropogenic activities [40,41,42].



The Potohar Plateau is the fastest-growing region of Pakistan, with a population of around 12 million in 2017 [43]. Due to the rapid economic and demographic growth, water is becoming increasingly scarce due to the increasing water demands. Therefore, it is imperative to determine the LU/LC changes and their hydrological implications.




2.2. Datasets


Datasets required for the setup of a hydrological model are geo-hydro-climatic datasets, for instance, soil map, topography (Figure S2), i.e., Digital Elevation Model (DEM), land use map, climatic data, namely precipitation, maximum and minimum temperature, and hydrometric data such as streamflow data (Table S2). The concise description and sources of these datasets are displayed in Table 1.




2.3. Methodological Framework


The primary goal of the research is to estimate the implications of LU/LC changes on water balance under historical and projected scenarios, and the detailed methodology employed for this research is given in Figure 3. This study is structured into four major components: (a) To perform supervised classification of satellite imagery for historical LU/LC, (b) To project LU/LC, (c) To set up a hydrological model, (d) To quantify water balance under LU/LC scenarios.




2.4. Cellular Automata Markov Chain Model (CA-MCM)


The Cellular Automata Markov Chain Model (CA-MCM) is a widely accepted LU/LC change modeling algorithm for projecting spatiotemporal changes. The CA-MCM combines Cellular Automata (CA, a spatial model) and the Markov Chain (MCM, a quantitative temporal model) to project LU/LC change trends and characteristics over time. The rationale for integrating the models is that the MCM describes the likelihood of cells changing from one form to another but does not provide spatial distribution. Therefore, to distribute the projected changes spatially, the MCM is hybridized with CA [20,23,24].



MCM is a stochastic model that utilizes two historical LU/LC maps, which are the main inputs for determining the transition area matrix and transition probabilities matrix [49]. For instance, it will provide information on how many cells are likely to transform from one LU/LC class to another based on a transition probability matrix [22,50]. MCM is based on Bayes’ Equation (1) to project LU/LC change, and P is determined using Equation (2):


   S   (  t + 1  )    =  P  mn   ×  S   ( t )     



(1)
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where {0 ≤ Pmn ≤ 1 and    ∑  m , n = 1  j   (   P  mn    )  = 1    (  m , n = 1 , 2 , 3 , … , j  )  }  .



MCM is unable to recognize spatial variability in LU/LC due to a spatial constraint. So, by coupling MCM with CA, spatial and temporal LU/LC changes can be simulated. CA can be expressed as Equation (3):


   S   (  t , t + 1  )    =  f    {  P   ( t )    , N }  



(3)




where St and St+1 are the LU/LC condition at the time of t and t + 1, respectively; P is the transition probability matrix, j is the number of LU/LC classes, N is the cellular field, and f is the transformation rule of cellular states [13,22,51].




2.5. SWAT Model


SWAT is a physically based, continuous time series, a semi-distributed hydrological model that functions on sub-daily/daily time steps. It was devised to determine the influence of land management strategies on water, sediment, and agricultural chemical yields over extended time periods in a large-scale, complex watershed with heterogeneous soil, slope, and LU/LC scenarios [2,34,52]. The SWAT model simulates a hydrological cycle using the water budget Equation (4):


    SW  f  =   SW  i  +   ∑   n = 1  t   (   R  day   −  Q  surface   −  W  seep   −  E  ET   −  Q  gw    )   



(4)







The SWAT model employs the Soil Conservation Service curve number (SCS-CN) to characterize the surface runoff [52], which can be defined as Equation (5):


   Q  surface   =      (   R  day   −  I a   )   2     R  day   −  I a  + S   ,      I a  = λ S    



(5)




where SWf is the final water content of the soil, SWi is the initial soil water content, t is time (days), Rday, Qsurface, EET, Wseep, Qgw, Ia, and S are the daily amount of precipitation, surface flow, evapotranspiration, percolation, return flow, initial abstraction, and the retention parameter after runoff begins, respectively; all the parameters are measured in mm of H2O. When Ia is taken to be 0.2S, Equation (6) becomes:


   Q  surface   =      (   R  day   − 0.2 S  )   2     R  day   + 0.8 S   ,      for   P  > 0    else   Q  = 0      



(6)







The retention parameter fluctuates geo-spatially owing to the changes in LU/LC, soil, slope, and soil water content, and it may be computed using Equation (7) [31,53,54].


  S =   25 , 400   CN   − 254    



(7)







Evapotranspiration of the basin is evaluated using the Penman–Monteith method, which can be defined as Equation (8).


   λ ∗ ET  =   Δ  (   R n  − G  )  +  ρ a   c p  ∗  (     e s  −  e a     r a     )    Δ +  γ ∗   (  1 +    e s     r a     )     



(8)




where Rn, G, es − ea, ρa, rs, ra, cp, and g are the lateral flow, transmission losses, net radiation, soil heat flux, air vapor pressure deficit, mean air density, surface resistance, aerodynamic resistance, the specific heat of air, and psychrometric constant, respectively.




2.6. Evaluation of Historical Land Use/Land Cover


The assessment of LU/LC was accomplished by employing four satellite imagery, three (3) from Landsat with a spatial resolution of 30 m and one (1) from Sentinel with a spatial resolution of 10 m, namely, Landsat-5 TM 1990, Landsat-7 ETM+ 2000, Landsat-7 ETM+ 2010, and Sentinel-2A 2020, respectively (Table S1). Landsat 7 ETM+ had scan line errors which were collected after 31 May 2003 due to a malfunction of the scan line corrector (SLC). Firstly, these scan line errors were corrected using the Landsat tool. After this operation, the next step was to perform the supervised classification, which was executed using Imagine ERDAS software. For this purpose, more than 700 training samples were acquired to create signature files that were further used to execute supervised classification based on the Maximum Likelihood Classification (MLC) algorithm [34,35]. After successful classification, the accuracy assessment of the classified images was performed using the ground truth data. For this purpose, 100 points for each LU/LC type were taken using Google Earth maps and satellite imageries. After ground truthing, Imagine ERDAS automatically calculated the kappa coefficient, overall, producer’s and user’s accuracy.




2.7. Land Use/Land Cover Projection


CA-MCM is available in MOLUSCE (Modules for Land Use Change Simulations), an extension of QGIS, and is a comprehensive model that projects the trends and geospatial configuration of LU/LC classes based upon historical LU/LC thematic maps, transition probability matrices, and suitability matrices [34,55]. Before proceeding towards the projection of LU/LC, inputs were required. The first input was the creation of three discrete LU/LC classified maps, two maps for the preparation of the transition probability matrix, and one map to validate the model. The other input was the driving parameters, which include the spatial and socio-economic factors (Table S4). Several parameters can control the growth in each LU/LC class, and these parameters can interact and establish an intricate relationship. Thus, major driving parameters such as topography, aspect, slope, Euclidean distance from roads, Euclidean distance from railways, Euclidean distance from water bodies, gross domestic product (GDP), and population density (Figure S1) were chosen depending on their availability and impact on LU/LC changes [14,24,56]. These driving factors were used to prepare the suitability matrix. The classified LU/LC maps of 2000 and 2010 were employed to generate a transition probability matrix and driving parameters to create a suitability matrix. MLP-ANN algorithm used these matrices to project the LU/LC map of 2020. This projected map was validated with a supervised classified LU/LC 2020 map [14,57]. After successful validation, the trained model was used to project LU/LC to 2030, 2040, and 2050.




2.8. Setup, Sensitivity Analysis, Calibration and Validation of SWAT


A SWAT model was employed to simulate the implications of the historical and projected LU/LC change scenarios on water balance components in the Potohar Plateau. The Arc-SWAT 2012 model delineated the whole region into three major river basins, namely Soan, Haro, and Kanshi. These basins were divided into multiple sub-basins by choosing a threshold value of 5005 hectares. Since these sub-basins had heterogeneity, they were further segmented into hydrologic response units (HRUs) associated with distinct sets of topography, soil, and LU/LC class with the threshold value of 10%, 20%, and 10%, respectively, as put forth by Kiprotich [7]. These HRUs were homogeneous geospatial units with identical hydrological and geomorphological characteristics. In our case, this region had 3 river basins, 57 sub-basins, and 486 HRUs for the baseline model. The model performed a simulation using high-resolution gridded climatic data such as precipitation, and minimum and maximum temperature for a span of 29 years (1991–2019), encapsulating a spin-up period of an initial three years [28,58,59,60].



The SWAT model was refined by coupling it with SWAT Calibration and Uncertainty Programs (SWAT-CUP). The SUFI-2 algorithm enables parameterization using sensitivity analysis, calibration, and validation [61,62]. In order to carry out this operation, available observed data was divided into three-time windows, with the middle time window used for model calibration and rest two windows used for backward and forward validations. These windows were defined such that the monthly average and standard deviation were nearly equal for all the windows.



Based on past research on similar catchments, thirty-eight of the most influential parameters were chosen for sensitivity analysis. Global Sensitivity Analysis (GSA) was employed to perform sensitivity analysis. The sensitivity of the parameters was determined using a multiple regression approach that regresses Latin hypercube-generated parameters against an objective function. Due to the diverse number of parameters, the calibration process becomes complex and computationally extensive. So, to reduce the number of parameters, local sensitivity analysis was also performed, which not only reduced the number of parameters but also provided upper and lower bounds for an expeditious calibration process [63,64]. In order to analyze the SWAT performance during the simulation, we applied four statistical performance indicators given in Table 2 [52,65].





3. Results


3.1. Spatio-temporal Changes in Historical LU/LC


The LU/LC maps were classified into five classes, i.e., water bodies, agricultural lands, forest lands, barren lands, and built-up lands. Principally, it was conceived that there was an escalating anthropogenic biome in the region owing to the infrastructural development and high land-intensive agriculture, and abatement of barren and forest lands, resulting in a major loss of natural cover. The spatiotemporal distribution of LU/LC change in the Plateau is depicted in Figure 4. It demonstrates that built-up lands were drastically increased in the northern areas by transforming agricultural, forest, and barren lands into non-porous lands between 1990 and 2020 (Figure 5). Concurrently, barren land was converted to machine-intensive agricultural land in the central and southern areas. A similar scenario prevailed in the subsequent decades, with the sprawl of unregulated settlements and agricultural activities at the detriment of barren and forest lands.



The historical LU/LC change (Table 3) was dominated by the change in a barren land with a total loss of 7895.47 km2, followed by urban and agriculture. Agricultural land and built-up land exhibited an increasing trend gaining 6864.94 km2 and 1585.67 km2, respectively, while water changed the least. The highest decline in barren lands was primarily owing to the proliferation of agricultural and built-up lands. The agricultural lands were expanded to fulfill the agrarian needs and generate livelihood for the increasing population, while the built-up lands were expanded to accommodate migration from rural communities to major urban centers.



However, the LU/LC change is trivial compared to the Plateau’s total geographical area. This signifies that the LU/LC change has been more substantial at the sub-basin level than at the Plateau level. At the Plateau level, positive LU/LC changes in one class have been counterbalanced by negative LU/LC changes in another class. For example, an increase in agricultural activity has been observed in central and downstream areas, simultaneously, the transition of agricultural land to built-up land in upstream areas led to a decline in agricultural land within the Plateau. The findings of this research are congruent with those of others conducted on and around the Plateau. For instance, in the Potohar Plateau, [37,38] concluded that there was a dramatic increase in agricultural and infrastructural development. The authors of [57] also summarized that the built-up land are increasing, which is causing the loss of vegetation cover in the northern part of the region.




3.2. Accuracy Assessment of Supervised Classified LU/LC Maps


Accuracy assessment was used to determine the reliability of classified images. In this regard, a confusion matrix was employed to determine the correctness of the classified image. Randomly selected sampling points were analyzed on the classified maps from Google Earth maps and mosaicked satellite imagery as a reference. Around 500 ground truthing points for each classified image, with 100 sampling points for each class, were selected to validate images from 1990, 2000, 2010, and 2020. The results (Table S3) exhibit that the average kappa coefficient and overall accuracy for 1990, 2000, 2010, and 2020 maps were 0.79, 0.81, 0.82, and 0.84; 83.8%, 85.2%, 85.88%, and 87.8%, respectively. The producer’s accuracy ranged between 75% and 94%, while the user’s accuracy ranged between 79% and 97%. According to Monserud and Landis [66,67], a Kappa coefficient above 0.75 is an acceptable indicator of the classified image. Therefore, the outcome of the assessment demonstrated that the classified image and ground truths were in good agreement.




3.3. LU/LC Projections


LU/LC maps of 2000 and 2010 functioned as observed data for training the CA-MCM, whereas the LU/LC map of 2020 was utilized to evaluate the reliability of the projected map for 2020. A comparative analysis of classified and projected LU/LC maps for 2020 was conducted. The pictorial comparison demonstrates that the CA-MCM was an effective LU/LC projection tool for the Potohar Plateau (Figure 4). An assessment of conformity between classified and projected maps for 2020 was performed to ascertain the adaptability of the deployed model to reliably simulate the distribution of LU/LC changes (Table S7). The Kappa coefficient (K) was determined to comprehend the resemblance between the classified and projected LU/LC maps for 2020. Since all the K statistics (Koverall = 0.77, Khistorical = 0.79, and Klocal = 0.82) have been above the value of 0.75 [63,64], the CA-MCM trained for LU/LC projection was deemed to be acceptable.



Furthermore, since the hydrological model was taken into account to estimate the implications of LU/LC change on the water balance of the study area, a comparison between the simulations performed using the classified LU/LC 2020 map, and the CA-MCM projected LU/LC 2020 map (Figure S4) was necessary. The graphical analysis reveals that the flow regime simulated by the SWAT model at the river basins changed minimally for the two employed LU/LC maps (Figure S3), restating the good match between the classified and simulated LU/LC maps. The trained CA-MCM was then utilized to project LU/LC maps for 2030, 2040, and 2050 (Table 4).



The LU/LC change detection of the Potohar Plateau indicates that agricultural lands hold the dominant portion of the area (Figure 4). From the analysis, it is clear that the study area has assimilated significant LU/LC change, and the dominant LU/LC change has occurred in the expansion of built-up and agricultural lands. Additionally, LU/LC change has been occurring at the expense of a reduction in barren and forest lands (Figure S2).




3.4. Hydrological Model Calibration and Validation


The initial SWAT model setup utilizing default parameter ranges was unable to successfully simulate the flow regime at all hydrometric gauges because the base flow and peak flow were overestimated. As a result, parameter calibration was required to precisely model the hydrologic regime. A global sensitivity analysis (GSA) for the simulated flow was undertaken using a monthly hydrometric flow to recognize the most sensitive parameters which affect model response. Incipiently soil, groundwater, evapotranspiration, surface runoff, and geomorphology parameters were considered, and 29 parameters were recognized as sensitive parameters. The greater the absolute value of the t-stat and the lower the p-value, the more sensitive a parameter, and the sensitivity ranks of parameters after GSA are shown in Table S5. Subsequently, the calibration was performed incorporating 29 parameters [28,63], which was laborious and computationally intensive. Therefore, local sensitivity analysis (LSA) was also performed, reducing the number of parameters to 22 and providing upper and lower bounds for swift calibration (Table S6). The model was calibrated to flow series from 1998 to 2003. The calibrated and validated parameter values were integrated into the SWAT database to estimate the implications of LU/LC on the water balance.



The SWAT model performed well during calibration (1998–2003) and validation (1994–1997 and 2004–2007) windows. According to the visual analysis of the stream flows (Figure 5 and Figures S5 and S6) and statistical evaluation of the model using R2, NSE, KGE, and PBIAS with reference to criteria defined by Moriasi [65], all hydrometric gauges demonstrated good or very good performance during calibration and validation windows, and the statistical performance indices are shown in Table 5. Furthermore, R-factor and p-value statistics criteria are governed by Karim Abbaspour’s [61] model exhibits a good agreement with the calibration and validations. Overall, the performance rating indices computed during the calibration and validation windows confirmed that the model performed quite well [27,68], which suggests that it has the potential to model the implications of LU/LC changes on the hydrological regime.




3.5. Plausible Impacts of LU/LC Changes on Hydrological Regime


Four supervised classified LU/LC maps of the Potohar Plateau (1990, 2000, 2010, and 2020) and three future projected LU/LC maps (2030, 2040, and 2050) were deployed in the calibrated SWAT model under the assumption that the climate was immutable. The impact of LU/LC alterations on the hydrological responses was assessed using a baseline model over the span of 29 years (1991–2019), including a three-year spin-up period (1991–1993) and with varied LU/LC maps, for instance, LU/LC 2000, LU/LC 2010, LU/LC 2020, LU/LC 2030, LU/LC 2040, and LU/LC 2050.



The hydrological regime was investigated in terms of how hydrological processes respond to evapotranspiration, water yield, surface, and sub-surface flows, as exhibited in Table 6. As a consequence of the anticipated drastic transformation of LU/LC from 1990 to 2020, mean annual evapotranspiration (+11%) and groundwater flow (+15%) tend to increase, while mean annual surface flow (−19%) and total water yield (−12%) decreased. Nevertheless, the rate of increase and decrease is proportional to the rate of change in LU/LC. In general, the exacerbating ramifications of the LU/LC changes are accompanied by increased agricultural and built-up lands in conjunction with decreased forest and barren lands.



According to the LU/LC scenarios, agricultural lands are anticipated to increase from 24.91% to 62.74%, while built-up lands are expected to increase from 1.12% to 20.38%, leading to an increase in evapotranspiration (+15.54%) and a decrease in surface runoff (−24%), as shown in Table 7 [12,51]. In the research area, from 1990 to 2050, agricultural expansion (+37.84%) dominated infrastructural development (+19.26%). Therefore, it may neutralize the implications of built-up lands on hydrological components, decreasing surface flow. The expansion of machine-intensive agriculture with the loss of barren land may be the cause of the flow reduction.





4. Discussion


The integration of LU/LC with the SWAT model can enhance the performance of the model in simulating the processes happening in the basins. In this study, the impacts of LU/LC changes on water balance were estimated for the Potohar Plateau. In this context, supervised classification was performed using ERDAS Imagine for the satellite imageries for the years 1990, 2000, 2010, and 2020. Subsequently, the future of LU/LC was projected using CA-MCM for the years 2030, 2040, and 2050. After that, the SWAT model was set up for the base year and then calibrated and validated to enhance its efficiency of the model. A SWAT model with optimized parameters was utilized to quantify the plausible impact of LU/LC changes in the water balance on the sub-basin level.



The analysis of LU/LC maps of 1990, 2000, 2010, 2020, 2030, 2040, and 2050 revealed that an increase in agricultural and built-up areas from 24.91% to 54.43% and 1.12% to 6.82% and likely to be increased to 62.74% and 20.38%, respectively, in the mid-century due to an increase in demographic and socio-economic growth. The LU/LC analysis also showed that a decrease in forest and barren lands from 12.30% to 10.66% and 60.59% to 26.63% are likely to be increased to 8.84% and 6.55%, respectively, as presented in Table 3 and Table 4. The authors of [37] showed that there is an increase in agricultural and built-up areas from 11% to 29% and 6% to 11%, respectively, while forest and barren areas reduced from 69% to 43% and 16% to 10%, respectively, in the Simly watershed. The researchers of [69] also showed that there is an increase in agricultural and built-up areas from 33.44% to 63.1% and 1.77% to 5.78%, respectively, while forest and waste lands reduced from 29.81% to 11.32% and 9.27% to 2%, respectively, in the Narmada watershed. This built-up area and forest shift are more prominent in the northern regions and urban centers, especially in the twin cities. Similarly, an augmentation in agriculture and the associated loss of barren land in the central and southern regions of the Plateau as shown in Figure 4. An analysis from the authors of [38] showed similar patterns in the Potohar Plateau, confirming that there is an increase in agriculture in the central and south-eastern regions and increased urbanization in north-western and developed areas. The findings of other studies in the Astore basin, Pakistan [21], Bogota basin, Colombia [3], Ganga basin, India [4], and Geba catchment, Ethiopia [70] are also in agreement with this study.



Hydrological models are crucial for evaluating the implications of LU/LC changes on water balance. The model is selected in conformity with the problem complexity, data availability, computing cost, and model robustness [12,27,68]. A comparison of different hydrological models was conducted on those models that are suitable for evaluating the influence of LU/LCC on the water balance. The SWAT model was the best for the punctilious modeling of LU/LC changes on the flow regime. The SWAT model was also recommended since it had been commonly employed in large-scale modeling and simulations to evaluate the plausible ramifications of land management practices and LU/LC changes on the hydrologic components [52,62]. In this study, the SWAT model setup for the baseline scenario was calibrated for the period 1998 to 2003, backward validated from 1994–1997, and forward validated from 2004–2007, as this approach was followed by Dahri et al., 2021. The result of statistical indices, i.e., R2, NSE, KGE, and PBIAS for calibration and validation windows ranged between 0.75–0.81, 0.74–0.79, 0.73–0.78, and −17.8–+14.7%, respectively. Overall, the performance rating indices computed during calibration, and validation windows revealed that the model performed quite well [52,62,65], which suggests that it has the potential to model the implications of LU/LC changes on the hydrological regime.



The quantitative analysis of water balance components revealed that the decrease in surface runoff and water yield from 394.09 mm to 319.82 mm and 432.87 mm to 432.87 mm are likely to be increased to 303.33 mm and 357.95 mm, respectively, in mid-century due to LU/LC changes [4,71]. It also showed an increase in evapotranspiration, percolation, groundwater flow, and lateral flow from 406.65 mm to 452.66 mm, 52.83 mm to 72.60 mm, 38.43 mm to 44.35 mm, and 8.63 mm to 9.70 mm, and are likely to be increased to 471.80 mm, 76.08 mm, 48.02 mm, and 10.16 mm, respectively, as presented in Table 6 [51,72]. The potential of the model to simulate the geospatial distribution of hydrological components provides a substantial contribution to sustainable watershed management. At HRU and sub-basin level, the spatial distribution of hydrological components, namely evapotranspiration, water yield, surface runoff, percolation, lateral flow, and groundwater flow, have been computed as shown in Figure 6, Figure 7 and Figures S7–S10. Evapotranspiration of the Plateau was lesser in the northern parts and higher in the central and southern parts (Figure 7). Conversely, besides climatic and orographic variations, surface runoff, and water yield had a high concentration in the northern region due to the transformation of agricultural and forest lands into built-up land, while a lower concentration was found in the central and southern regions due to the conversion of barren land into agricultural land (Figure 6 and Figure S7).



The decreased surface runoff may be accompanied by an increase in evapotranspiration, percolation, lateral flow, and decreased runoff, signifying the augmentation of soil water storage. Groundwater flow varied comparatively less in the proximity of the northern districts and higher in the southern districts. An increase in groundwater flow was simulated on plain terrain, and there was relatively no change in the hilly terrain (Figure S8). Unlike surface runoff, the lateral flow was higher in plain terrain and low infiltration areas. The southern region was found to contribute significant lateral flow to streamflow. Seasonal streamflow variability was also evaluated for the wet and dry seasons (Figure S11). The streamflow was slightly increased in the wet season and decreased in the dry season under the LU/LC scenarios. This increase and decrease in flow might be due to increased urbanization and agricultural activities, respectively. However, it was concluded from the quantitative outputs of the SWAT model that the implications of LU/LC changes were more pronounced at the sub-basin level than at the basin level [4,64,73,74]. The findings are in agreement with other studies conducted in watersheds around the globe. For instance, [72] in the Nam Rom catchment, Vietnam concluded that LU/LC changes have reduced surface runoff and increased evapotranspiration. The authors of [51] in the Beiluo river basin on the Loess Plateau of China found that on an annual scale, surface runoff and water yield may gradually decrease, but evapotranspiration may increase. The authors of [69] also showed a decline of surface runoff and water yield but higher ET due to the presence of more vegetation and forest areas between 1990–2050 in the Narmada river basin, India, which was attributed to the LU/LCC of the catchment.



Despite the fact that the Soan, Haro, and Kanshi river basins encompass 78% of the Potohar Plateau, this still does not meticulously characterize the Plateau, as it constitutes three other river basins. Further studies on the other river basins are required to completely comprehend the dynamics of water balance components in the Plateau. Overall, the SWAT model simulated the flow regimes and water balance components efficiently. However, the accuracy of the simulations is constrained by the coarse resolution of soil data, uncertainties in hydrometric data [75], unavailability of reservoirs data (small dams), evapotranspiration data, and groundwater flow data for the calibration and validation of the model, these should be incorporated in subsequent studies. Moreover, climate change impacts should also be studied in conjunction with LU/LC changes to develop rational strategies for sustainable water management.




5. Conclusions


The enclosed research executed a methodical framework that comprised LU/LC scenarios, hydrological modeling, and quantification of hydrological components alteration in the Potohar Plateau, which were attributed to the effects of human-induced LU/LC changes. Seven distinct LU/LC scenarios were accomplished and evaluated by means of the hydrological SWAT model. Furthermore, the outcomes of each scenario were compared to those of the baseline scenario. According to historical LU/LC maps from 1990 to 2020, anthropogenic pressure increased agriculture and built-up lands by 29.52 and 7.7%, respectively, while barren and forest lands decreased by 33.96 and 1.64%, respectively. LU/LC projections for 2030, 2040, and 2050 were simulated using CA-MCM, which showed an increase in agricultural and built-up lands with decreased barren and forest lands. Among all LU/LC scenarios from 1990 to 2050, it is anticipated that the agricultural and built-up lands will have the greatest proliferation.



The hydrological regime was modeled through the SWAT model, which was then compared to observed hydrometric flows. The SWAT model was calibrated and validated by simulating flow time series from 1994 to 2007. After calibration and validations, the obtained results of the four most recommended coefficients R2, NSE, KGE, and PBIAS for calibration ranged between 0.77–0.81, 0.77–0.79, 0.73–0.78, and +9.8–+19.7%, respectively, while for forward and backward validation, values ranged between 0.75–0.78, 0.74–0.76, 0.73–0.77, and −17.8–+14.7%, respectively. The result of statistical indices and visualization of streamflow yields a good degree of agreement between the simulated and observed flow regimes, which indicates that the calibrated model, in conjunction with optimized parameters, has the ability to simulate the water balance under LU/LC scenarios.



A distinct outcome of this study is that the transformation in intrinsic water balance and flow regime is substantially sensitive to alteration in LU/LC. The analysis signifies that the influence of LU/LC change has been diverse for peculiar river basins and more prominent at the sub-basin level. The anticipated results indicate that LU/LC attributes to dramatic decrease of surface runoff and water yield by 19% and 12%, respectively, which is expected to exacerbate. Conversely, there is an increase in groundwater flow, lateral flow, and evapotranspiration of 15%, 12%, and 11%, respectively, largely due to the transformation of barren land into agricultural land.



The findings of this study lead to a greater comprehension of the plausible effects of LU/LC changes on water balance in the Potohar Plateau, which will substantially aid decision-makers in planning and executing potential adaptation strategies for watersheds under changing LU/LC scenarios. Moreover, the methodological framework of this research can be useful for any other watershed to evaluate the effects of anthropogenic biomes on the hydrological regime.
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Figure 1. Study area map of the Potohar Plateau with the topography, hydrometric stations, meteorological stations, and gridded virtual stations. 
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Figure 2. Delineated watersheds of Potohar Plateau with hydrometric stations. 
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Figure 3. Methodological framework of the study. 
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Figure 4. Spatio-temporal variation of LU/LCs, historical and projected. 
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Figure 5. Calibration and validations of stream flows, Soan River Basin. 
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Figure 6. Spatial and temporal distribution of variations in simulated surface runoff. 






Figure 6. Spatial and temporal distribution of variations in simulated surface runoff.



[image: Remotesensing 14 05421 g006]







[image: Remotesensing 14 05421 g007 550] 





Figure 7. Spatial and temporal distribution of variations in simulated evapotranspiration. 
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Table 1. Details of geo-hydro-climatic input datasets.
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Data Type

	
Data Name

	
Description

	
Time

	
Resolution

	
Source






	
Spatial Data

	
DEM

	
ALOS PALSAR

	
NA

	
12.5 × 12.5 m

	
NASA Earth-Data [44]




	
LU/LC

	
Landsat 5, 7

	
1990, 2000, 2010

	
30 × 30 m

	
USGS [45]




	
Sentinel-2A

	
2020

	
10 × 10 m

	
USGS [45]




	
Soil Map

	
DSMW

	
NA

	
30 Arc Second

	
FAO [46]




	
Hydro-Climatic Data

	
Climatic Data

	
Precipitation

	
1991–2019

	
10 × 10 Km

	
Submitted and Unpublished [47]




	
Temperature

	
1991–2019

	
10 × 10 Km

	
Submitted and Unpublished [47]




	
Hydrometric Data

	
Flow Data

	
1991–2007

	
NA

	
Surface Water Hydrology Project (WAPDA) [48]
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Table 2. List of employed statistical parameters.
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	Coefficient
	Formula
	Performance Rating





	R2: Coefficient of determination
	    R 2  =      [    ∑   i = 1  n   (   Q  obs , i   −    Q  obs    ¯   )   (   Q  sim , i   −    Q  sim    ¯   )   ]   2      ∑   i = 1  n     (   Q  obs , i   −    Q  obs    ¯   )   2    ∑   i = 1  n     (   Q  sim , i   −    Q  sim    ¯   )   2      
	0 ≤ R2 ≤ 1

>0.5 Satisfactory

>0.65 Good



	NSE: Nash–Sutcliffe Efficiency
	   NSE = 1 −     ∑   i = 1  n     (   Q  obs   −  Q  sim    )   2      ∑   i = 1  n     (   Q  obs , i   −    Q  obs    ¯   )   2      
	0 ≤ NSE ≤ 1

>0.5 Satisfactory

>0.65 Good



	KGE: Kling–Gupta efficiency
	   KGE = 1 −      (  r − 1  )   2  +    (  α − 1  )   2  +    (  β − 1  )   2      
	0 ≤ KGE ≤ 1

>0.5 Satisfactory

>0.65 Good



	PBIAS:

Percent bias
	   PBIAS = 100 ×     ∑   i = 1  n    (  Q  obs   −  Q  sim   )  i      ∑   i = 1  n   Q  obs , i       
	−∞ ≤ PBIAS ≤ +∞

<±25 Satisfactory

<±15 Good
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Table 3. Historical LU/LC composition in the Plateau.
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LU/LC

	
Classified 1990

	
Classified 2000

	
Classified 2010

	
Classified 2020




	
Km2

	
%

	
Km2

	
%

	
Km2

	
%

	
Km2

	
%






	
Water Bodies

	
252.04

	
1.08

	
316.56

	
1.36

	
324.59

	
1.40

	
338.76

	
1.46




	
Agriculture Lands

	
5790.60

	
24.91

	
6631.58

	
28.58

	
11,102.87

	
47.85

	
12,655.54

	
54.43




	
Forest Lands

	
2859.59

	
12.30

	
2786.42

	
12.01

	
2585.14

	
11.14

	
2478.51

	
10.66




	
Barren Lands

	
14,086.34

	
60.59

	
13,159.87

	
56.71

	
8637.84

	
37.23

	
6190.87

	
26.63




	
Built-up Lands

	
260.79

	
1.12

	
309.55

	
1.33

	
553.63

	
2.39

	
1585.67

	
6.82
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Table 4. Future projected LU/LC composition in the Plateau.
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LU/LC

	
Projected 2020

	
Projected 2030

	
Projected 2040

	
Projected 2050




	
Km2

	
%

	
Km2

	
%

	
Km2

	
%

	
Km2

	
%






	
Water Bodies

	
334.69

	
1.46

	
353.53

	
1.52

	
350.57

	
1.51

	
348.44

	
1.50




	
Agriculture Lands

	
12,439.41

	
54.43

	
12,831.91

	
55.19

	
13,040.56

	
56.09

	
14,586.03

	
62.74




	
Forest Lands

	
2335.59

	
10.66

	
2314.06

	
9.95

	
2189.18

	
9.42

	
2054.69

	
8.84




	
Barren Lands

	
6289.47

	
26.63

	
5119.34

	
22.02

	
4043.06

	
17.39

	
1522.11

	
6.55




	
Built-up Lands

	
1800.17

	
6.82

	
2630.50

	
11.31

	
3627.24

	
15.60

	
4738.08

	
20.38
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Table 5. Statistical performance of model during calibration and validation windows.
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River Basin

	
Calibration

	
Backward Validation

	
Forward Validation




	
R2

	
NSE

	
KGE

	
PBIAS

	
R2

	
NSE

	
KGE

	
PBIAS

	
R2

	
NSE

	
KGE

	
PBIAS






	
Soan

	
0.81

	
0.79

	
0.77

	
9.8

	
0.78

	
0.76

	
0.75

	
−12.9

	
0.78

	
0.76

	
0.76

	
−17.8




	
Haro

	
0.80

	
0.77

	
0.78

	
8.7

	
0.76

	
0.74

	
0.76

	
8.7

	
0.76

	
0.76

	
0.77

	
12.7




	
Kanshi

	
0.77

	
0.79

	
0.73

	
19.7

	
0.77

	
0.74

	
0.74

	
14.7

	
0.75

	
0.74

	
0.73

	
10.6
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Table 6. Mean annual water balance components of the river basins.
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	Components (mm)
	1990
	2000
	2010
	2020
	2030
	2040
	2050





	Precipitation
	845.80
	845.80
	845.80
	845.80
	845.80
	845.80
	845.80



	Surface Runoff
	394.09
	372.96
	348.94
	319.82
	309.34
	307.98
	303.33



	Evapotranspiration
	406.65
	419.67
	433.96
	452.66
	464.60
	468.66
	471.80



	Percolation
	52.83
	54.32
	63.55
	72.60
	73.22
	74.94
	76.08



	Groundwater Flow
	38.43
	39.45
	42.71
	44.35
	44.73
	46.61
	48.02



	Return Flow
	5.14
	6.59
	6.94
	7.04
	7.15
	7.32
	8.61



	Lateral Flow
	8.63
	9.43
	9.46
	9.70
	10.03
	10.09
	10.16



	Water Yield
	432.87
	419.37
	402.11
	378.84
	366.61
	366.27
	357.95
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Table 7. Comparison between water balance components under LU/LC scenarios.
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	Components (mm)
	Baseline Scenario (1990)
	Recent

Scenario (2020)
	Mid-Century

Scenario

(2050)
	Baseline to

Recent

(%)
	Recent to

Mid-Century

(%)





	Surface Runoff
	394.09
	319.82
	303.33
	−74.28

(−18.85%)
	−16.49

(−5.15%)



	Evapotranspiration
	406.65
	452.66
	471.80
	46.01

(11.31%)
	19.14

(4.23%)



	Water Yield
	432.87
	378.84
	357.95
	−54.03

(−12.48%)
	−20.90

(−5.52%) *







* The number in parentheses indicates a percent change.
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