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Abstract: The natural runoff mechanism of the Dawen River, the main tributary of the lower Yellow
River, has been stressed in recent years as a result of human activity, and the hydrological situation
has changed dramatically. In this paper, various hydrological statistical methods such as the Mann–
Kendall nonparametric test, cumulative anomaly, ordered clustering, sliding T test, and rainfall–runoff
double-cumulative curve were used to study the evolution characteristics of hydrological factors in
Dawen River. The result revealed that the rainfall and runoff of the Dawen River decreased overall
from 1956 to 2016, but the downward trend was not clear, and the runoff variance was high, with
1978 as the variation point. The IHA/RVA and PCA were used to comprehensively evaluate the
hydrological variability of the Dawen River, and nine representative indicators were screened out.
The overall change was 58%, which is mild, and the difference in hydrological change between the
IHA index system and the PCA index system was just 7%, which was predictable. The hydrological
situation of the Dawen River has undergone huge changes, and there has been a serious dry-off
phenomenon since 1978. The biology, habitat, and structure of the Dawen River have all been
irreversibly impacted by changes in its hydrological regime. Furthermore, the key influencing aspect
of hydrological variation is the vast building of water conservation schemes. The findings could serve
as a theoretical foundation for integrated water resource management and ecological conservation.

Keywords: Dawen River; hydrological statistical analysis; IHA-RVA; principal component analysis;
hydrological variation and its affecting factors

1. Introduction

Water availability for agriculture, industry, and cities is important for long-term
societal growth [1]. Because of social progress, the public demand for water has increased
year by year, and shortages have become widespread [2]. Wang et al. [3] studied runoff
changes in 1321 watersheds around the world, and the results showed that global runoff
has decreased by an average of 11.9 mm/yr in recent decades. Over the period 1948–2004,
Su et al. [4] investigated the long-term flow trends of 916 of the world’s biggest sea-guzzling
rivers: 503 had reduced flow, while 408 rivers had an increase. There are more rivers with
less flow than with more. The positive flow tendency is more prevalent at high latitudes,
while the negative flow trend is more prevalent at low latitudes. River flows in Europe
exhibit a south (dry) to north (wet) differential, which is widening [5]. Water scarcity in
the Mediterranean region is becoming more acute as a result of climate change, and the
water shortage situation in Africa will worsen as the population grows, precipitation and
runoff decrease, and evapotranspiration rises [6,7]. In addition, precipitation in India is
on the decline [8], a trend that is having a detrimental impact on the region’s weather
and environment. Moreover, India’s political, economic, cultural, and social structures
will be altered. The level of Lancang–Mekong River, responsible for 60% of the global
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freshwater flow [9], fell to its lowest level in 50 years in 2010 due to an unusual change
in climate, a condition that affects Southeast Asian countries’ long-term socioeconomic
development [10].

Changes in hydrological conditions jeopardize the virtuous circle of social economic
development and environmental protection and has an impact on human production and
existence; however, rainfall and runoff trends can be analyzed to offer useful information on
hydrological variables, water resource planning, and management systems. Understanding
the performance and features of long-term hydrological and climatic variables is critical
for developing countries’ socioeconomic development and for the efficient management
and usage of basin water resources [7]. Although China has a vast population, its per
capita water resources are just a fifth of the global average. More than half of China’s
provinces are experiencing water shortages due to the country’s unique geographical and
climatic characteristics. Because China’s water resources are unevenly distributed [11],
hydrological factors should receive more attention. It is important to diagnose variation in
hydrological and meteorological elements to understand the causes. This has important
theoretical significance and practical value for the rational development of basin water
resource management and the mastery of the basin water cycle.

In the 1990s, the runoff of rivers in northern China changed dramatically [12]. From
1995 to 2018, the annual runoff of the Haihe, Liaohe, and Yellow River basins decreased
significantly, while the annual runoff of the Yangtze, Huaihe, and Pearl River basins in
South China decreased slightly. Tian et al. [13] used the IHA–RVA method to analyze
the hydrological variation of the Wuding River in northwest China from 1960 to 2016.
According to the study, the entire hydrological change of the Wuding River was 69%,
and land-use changes and the building of water conservation projects in the region had a
significant impact on the hydrological condition. Liu et al. [2] investigated the runoff trend
in the Yellow River’s middle and upper sections, as well as the elements that influenced
it. The results showed that the runoff is declining sharply over the last 50 years primarily
due to climate change. Reduced runoff in the Yellow River’s middle and lower reaches was
mostly due to the installation of measures and water conservation projects, as well as water
transfer across river basins. Xu et al. [14] investigated temporal and regional variations
in Yellow River hydrology over the last 60 years and found that human activity, reservoir
construction and control, and water resource exploitation all had a significant impact on
hydrological changes.

Richter et al. [15] proposed indicators of hydrologic alteration (IHA) to assess hy-
drological changes. The IHA comprised 32 indicators, but the number of indicators and
their grouping were adjusted to 33 in 1998, divided into five indicator groups [16]. This
method is now acknowledged as the most systematic set of indicators. Richter et al. [17]
proposed the range of variability approach (RVA) for a better quantitative explanation of the
changes, and it has subsequently become widely used. For example, Fantin-Cruz et al. [18]
evaluated the impact of water diversion hydropower facilities on the hydrological sta-
tus of the Correntes River in Brazil; Mwedzi et al. [19] analyzed the degree of change in
hydrological indicators in different sections of the Manyame River Basin in Zimbabwe
after the dam was built. However, the numerous IHA indicators have a relatively strong
association [20], and indicators with a correlation will repeat the description of the degree
of change, resulting in a small or large evaluation [21]. Many studies seek to explore and
eliminate redundancies between IHA indicators for which the autecology matrix (AM) [22],
PCA [23–25], and genetic programming (GP) [26] methods are common. The PCA method
is widely used because of its objective and reasonable determination of the index weight
and standardized calculation process, which is simple to implement on the computer.
Identifying the mutation points of hydrological sequences is the foundation for studying
hydrological variation laws. The following are all commonly used to identify mutation
points in hydrological sequences: the cumulative anomaly method [27–29], Mann–Kendall
test (MK) [30–32], ordered cluster analysis [33], double cumulative-curve method [34,35],
Pettitt method [36–38], moving t test [39,40], Lee–Heghinian method [13,41], and Hurst
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method [42,43]. In the study of hydrological variation points, a variety of mutation testing
methods are typically used [44–47].

The Dawen River is the lower Yellow River’s greatest tributary. Downstream of the
Dawen River is Dongping Lake, and Dongping Lake undertakes the tasks of flood storage
and water transfer from the South to the North. In addition, the Dawen River Basin is home
to almost 5.09 million people and 5.4 million hectares of agricultural land. The Dawen River
is the main source of water for agricultural irrigation, production, and domestic use in the
region. The discharge of the Dawen River has changed dramatically in recent decades as a
result of human disturbance [48]. Flow cutoff was first observed in May 1978, according
to the measured daily runoff at the Daicun Dam Hydrological Station. Between 1979 and
2016, there were 97 months with no runoff, accounting for 21.3% of the total. It not only has
a major impact on water for industrial and agricultural production and people’s domestic
use, but also poses a huge threat to the regional ecological environment. Therefore, the
study of hydrological variation of Dawen River is of great significance to the development
of water resources and the protection of ecological environment.

The main purpose of this study is to explore the evolution characteristics of precipita-
tion and runoff in the Dawen River. At the same time, the combination of PCA and IHA was
used to study the hydrological variation law of the Dawen River and to analyze the change
of the hydrological situation of the Dawen River and its impact on the river ecological
environment. In addition, the main influencing factors of the hydrological variability of the
Dawen River were further clarified.

2. Material and Methods
2.1. Study Area

The Dawen River (35◦42′ N–36◦36′ N, 116◦ E–118◦ E) is the lower Yellow River’s
greatest tributary [48]. The river is located in Tai’an City, Shandong Province, and flows
from east to west. The Dawen River has two tributaries: the Yingwen and Chaiwen rivers.
The object of this work is the Daicun Dam Hydrological Station’s control basin (known as
the upper and middle reaches of the Dawen River in this paper), which covers 9098 km2.
In the east, the terrain is high, while in the west it is flat. Mountainous areas make up
31%, and hilly areas 37%. The average annual precipitation in the Dawen River Basin is
709 mm (1956–2016), with June–September accounting for almost 75%. Drought prevails in
other months. Spring precipitation is lower in the basin, temperatures are high, and there
are spring droughts. Summer is hot and rainy; autumn is dry, with a significant drop in
temperature; and winter is cold and dry, with little precipitation. The climate in the basin is
semi-humid. The geographical map of Dawen River Basin is shown in Figure 1.

2.2. Data Sources

The data come from the Yellow River Basin Hydrology Yearbook and are based on annual
rainfall data from 26 rainfall stations in the Dawen River Basin from and daily measured
runoff data from Daicun Dam Hydrological Station from 1956 to 2016. The dataset for the
Digital Elevation Model (DEM) in this paper is ASTER GDEM 30M, which can be found on
the Geospatial Data Cloud Platform (https://www.gscloud.cn/ (accessed on 1 March 2022)).

2.3. Hydrological Statistical Analysis Methods

(1) Mann–Kendall text

For trend analyses of hydrological and meteorological variables, the Mann–Kendall
(MK) statistical method [49,50] is frequently used [51]. It is a non-parametric test for
detecting trends in time series data that does not require the data to follow a normal
distribution [52].

https://www.gscloud.cn/
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The specific method is as follows:
For time series data Y =

{
y1, y2, y3, · · · , yn

}
, define its statistics:

S =
n−1

∑
i=1

n

∑
j=i+1

sgn
(

yj − yi

)
(1)

In the formula:

sgn
(

yj − yi

)
=


1 if yj > yi
0 if yj = yi
−1 if yj < yi

The random number sequence Sa(a = 1, 2, 3, · · · , n) obeys a normal distribution, and
its variance is

V(s) =
n(n− 1)(2n + 5)

18
(2)

Set random sequence S independent and define the M−K statistics:

ZMK =


S−1√

V(s)
S > 0

0 S = 0
S+1√

V(s)
S < 0

(3)
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When the level of explicitness is β = 0.05,
∣∣∣∣Z1− 2

β

∣∣∣∣= 1.96; when it is β = 0.01,∣∣∣∣Z1− 2
β

∣∣∣∣= 2.58. To begin, the random number series is assumed to have a non-changing

trend. When |ZMK| >
∣∣∣∣Z1− 2

β

∣∣∣∣, reject the null hypothesis and the trend becomes more

obvious; otherwise, it is not.
Mutation refers to the rapid transition from one state to another state [53].
The basic principle of the Mann–Kendall mutation test is as follows: Construct the

order column according to the time series data; calculate the statistics UF and UB according
to the order column; after a given significance level, the intersection of the statistics UF and
UB within the critical value is the sequence mutation point [53].

If the value of UF or UB is greater than zero, it indicates that the series is in an upward
trend, and if it is less than zero, it indicates a downward trend. When they exceed the
critical straight line, it indicates a significant upward or downward trend.

(2) Cumulative anomaly method

In hydrological research, the cumulative anomaly method [54] is a statistical tool for
analyzing the mutation of hydrological and meteorological data. The following is the
procedure for calculating the cumulative anomaly value: first, the difference between the
long-series data and the average value is computed. Then, the cumulative anomaly value
accumulates year by year according to the time sequence. For sequences x, the cumulative
anomaly is ∑t

i=1(xi − x̄). The following are the normalized cumulative anomalies:

K =
∑t

i=1(xi − x̄)
x̄

, t = 1, 2, . . . n (4)

If the value K progressively grows, it means that each point in the long-series data is
larger than the average and trending upward.

(3) Rainfall–runoff double-cumulative curve

In the statistical study of hydrology, the rainfall–runoff double mass analysis [55] is
commonly employed. The underlying premise is that rain and runoff build over the same
amount of time. The abscissa represents cumulative rainfall, whereas the ordinate repre-
sents cumulative runoff. The rainfall–runoff double-cumulative curve can be used to exam-
ine runoff trend change characteristics. If the slope of the rainfall–runoff double-cumulative
curve changes, it indicates that the runoff has mutated on this time scale, with the mutation
year being the evident slope shift. The mutation points of the precipitation–runoff double-
cumulative curve is the starting point for studying precipitation and runoff variations over
time. The following is the formula:

X′i =
N

∑
i=1

Xi (5)

Y′i =
N

∑
i=1

Yi (6)

In the formula: X′i is the annual accumulated precipitation (mm); N is the column
length; i is the time series; Xi is the precipitation in year i (mm); Y′i is the annual cumulative
streamflow (m3/s); Yi is the streamflow in year i (m3/s).

2.4. IHA/RVA

The Indicators of the Hydrologic Alteration (IHA) method total 33, and they are used to
evaluate the characteristics of hydrological changes. These indicators are classified into five
ecologically significant indicators: discharge magnitude, time, frequency, duration, and rate
of change [15,56]. The grouping of indicators and their corresponding ecosystem impacts
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are shown in Table 1. The IHA can analyze trends over a single time period or compare
two different ones in the hydrological record. If the hydrological system undergoes abrupt
changes, such as while constructing a dam, a two-phase analysis should be performed. A
single-period study should be employed for hydrological systems that have undergone
long-term human change.

Table 1. The conventional 33 IHA indicators.

IHA Parameter Group Hydrologic Parameters Ecosystem Influences

Group 1
Magnitude of monthly

water conditions

Median streamflow for
each month

(Subtotal 12 parameters)

• Habitat availability for aquatic organisms
• Soil moisture availability for plants
• Availability of water for terrestrial animals
• Availability of food/cover for fur-bearing mammals
• Reliability of water supplies for terrestrial animals
• Access by predators to nesting sites
• Influences water temperature, oxygen levels, photosynthesis in

water column

Group 2
Magnitude of annual

extreme discharge
events with

different durations

1-day minimum
3-day minimum
7-day minimum

30-day minimum
90-day minimum
1-day maximum
3-day maximum
7-day maximum
30-day maximum
90-day maximum

Zero streamflow days
Base streamflow index

(Subtotal 12 parameters)

• Balance of competitive, ruderal, and stress-tolerant organisms
• Creation of sites for plant colonization
• Structuring of aquatic ecosystems by abiotic vs. biotic factors
• Structuring of river channel morphology and physical

habitat conditions
• Soil moisture stress in plants
• Dehydration in animals
• Anaerobic stress in plants
• Duration of stressful conditions such as low oxygen and

concentrated chemicals in aquatic environments
• Distribution of plant communities in lakes, ponds, floodplains
• Duration of high flows for waste disposal, aeration of spawning

beds in channel sediments

Group 3
Timing of annual

extreme water
conditions

Minimum streamflow date
Maximum streamflow date

(Subtotal 2 parameters)

• Compatibility with life cycles of organisms
• Predictability/avoidability of stress for organisms
• Access to special habitats during reproduction or to avoid predation
• Spawning cues for migratory fish
• Evolution of life history strategies, behavioral mechanisms

Group 4
Frequency and

duration of high and
low pulses

Low pulse count
Low pulse duration

High pulse count
High pulse duration

(Subtotal 4 parameters)

• Frequency and magnitude of soil moisture stress for plants
• Frequency and duration of anaerobic stress for plants
• Availability of floodplain habitats for aquatic organisms
• Nutrient and organic matter exchanges between river and floodplain
• Soil mineral availability
• Access for waterbirds to feed, rest, and reproduce
• Influences bedload transport, channel sediment textures, and

duration of substrate disturbance (high pulses)

Group 5
Rate and frequency of

water
condition changes

Rise rate
Fall rate

Number of reversals
(Subtotal 3 parameters)

• Drought stress on plants (falling levels)
• Entrapment of organisms on islands, floodplains (rising levels)
• Desiccation stress on low-mobility streamedge (varial zone)

organisms

The Range of Variability Approach (RVA) is a method for quantifying the degree of
hydrological variation in rivers on the basis of the IHA method [16,17]. The method details
are as follows: assess the degree of hydrological variability of rivers by analyzing the
degree of change in each indicator before and after the mutation point.
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The formula of each indicator hydrological change degree Ai is

Ai =

∣∣∣∣ei − e0

e0

∣∣∣∣ × 100% (7)

In the formula: ei is the number of years for which the i index value is within 25–75%
after mutation; e0 = γet; γ is the proportion of the indicator before the impact that falls
within the ecological target threshold (50% in this paper); et represents the number of years
since the mutation.

After mutation, the total hydrological alteration degree A0 is

A0 =

√√√√( 1
33

33

∑
I=1

A2
i

)
(8)

To express the degree of change in ecological and hydrological indicators qualitatively,
when 0% ≤ |A0| ≤ 33%, it is low; when 33% < |A0| ≤ 67%, it is moderate; when
67% < |A0| ≤ 100%, it is high.

2.5. Principal Component Analysis (PCA)

The principal component analysis is a multi-variable data analysis method established
by Harold Hotelling in 1933 to extract the most important information from data sets and
produce new orthogonal variables. These variables are linear combinations of the original
variables [57], generated by using the original data set’s covariance matrix to generate a
new set of axes in the direction of the data set’s largest variance, referred to as principal
components (PCs) [51].

The goal of this method is to extract the most important information from the data
set, compress the size of the data set by reducing the dimension, and ensure that too much
information will not be lost. Therefore, this method is often used in research to screen the
indicators that can best summarize the global information.

3. Results
3.1. Evolution Characteristics of Hydrological Factors in Dawen River
3.1.1. Trend Analysis

The precipitation in the upper and middle reaches of the Dawen River (above Daicun
Dam hydrological station) showed a decreasing trend year by year, with a decrease of
0.819 mm/yr as shown (Figure 2a). The data used were the average precipitation from
1956 to 2016 at 26 rainfall stations. In this paper, the Mann–Kendall nonparametric test was
used to analyze the trend, and the statistic Z was −0.786. Since |ZMK|< 1.96 (β < 0.05 level
of significance), the downward trend was not significant. The streamflow trend is shown in
Figure 2b, showing a downward trend. Its trend was 8× 106 m3/a, and the Mann−Kendall
test statistic value was 1.458. Similarly, its downward trend was not significant. By making
that comparison, it was discovered that streamflow had a more pronounced downward
tendency than precipitation, with Hurst values of 0.71 and 0.54, indicating that runoff was
more volatile.

As a result, while streamflow’s decreasing trend was not considerable, its volatility
was, and this had an influence on ecology, production, and daily life.

The MK test was used to investigate the evolution characteristics of rainfall using
average annual precipitation from 26 rainfall stations in the basin from 1956 to 2016, the
results are shown in Figure 3. Only one site in this watershed showed a substantial negative
tendency from the overall trend, and the tendencies of other stations were not clear (failed
to pass the 90 percent significance test). Overall precipitation was decreasing across the
entire basin, but this trend was not very significant. The explanation for the minor shift
in precipitation is that climate change has not been drastic in recent decades, resulting in
minor variations in precipitation. Climate, topography, and other factors all played a role.



Agronomy 2022, 12, 1719 8 of 21

The rainfall distribution was quite varied from east to west, with rainfall increasing and
then decreasing. Rainfall in high−altitude locations was heavier than in low-altitude areas.
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upper reaches of the Dawen River.

3.1.2. Analysis of Mutation

The MK mutation test, cumulative anomaly method, and ordered clustering method
were used to conduct the mutation analysis on the measured annual runoff from 1956 to
2016 in the middle and upper reaches of the Dawen River. The results are shown in Table 2.
The comprehensive analysis showed that the variation points from 1956 to 2016 at Daicun
Dam Hydrological Station were 1964 and 1978. The rainfall in 1964 was 1365 mm, which
is significantly greater than the annual average rainfall of 721 mm. The runoff variation
in 1964 was caused by a sharp increase in rainfall. When compared to the precipitation-
measured runoff double-accumulative curve (Figure 4), the slope of the precipitation–runoff
double-accumulative curve dropped after 1978, showing that human activity had a greater
influence on runoff. The hydrological variation law of the Dawen River was researched
with 1978 as the variation point to better understand the impact of human activity on the
hydrological situation of the Dawen River.
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Table 2. Result of the mutation test of annual measured runoff of Dawen River.

Hydrologic Station
Mutation Year

Variation Point
Mann–Kendall Test Cumulative Anomaly Method Moving t Test

Daicun Dam 1964, 1968, 1978, 1993 1964, 1978 1964, 1969, 1975,
1978, 2002 1978
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3.2. The Law of Hydrological Variation of Dawen River
3.2.1. Degree of Hydrological Change of Dawen River

The research period of the hydrological variation law was separated into two peri-
ods on the basis of the year of runoff variation: before variation (1956–1978) and after
(1979–2016). We analyzed the changes in 33 indicators using the IHA/RVA method, then
calculate the degree of change for each indicator; the results are shown in Table 3. These
hydrological indicators changed significantly after the change, and the overall hydrologi-
cal change rate was 54%. Nine indicators had significant changes, twelve had moderate
changes, and twelve indicators had minor changes. There were some disparities in the
degree of hydrological change among the groups, as shown in Table 4. The second group
of indicators (annual extreme flow intensity and duration) and the fifth (flow change rate
and frequency) both had relatively high degrees of change, indicating that human activity
had a greater impact on river and bias river runoff towards even distribution. The third
group of indicators (the period when the extreme annual flow occurs) showed little vari-
ation, demonstrating that the annual rainfall distribution before and after the variation
changed little.
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Table 3. Changes of hydrological indicators in the basin.

Group Serial Number IHA Indicators Pre-Impact Period Post-Impact Period RVA Boundaries Hydrologic Alteration
Low High Numerical Value (%) Degree of Change

Group 1

1 Median streamflow in October 12.3 2.87 2.78 21.4 −28% L
2 Median streamflow in November 13.2 4.47 7.78 18.1 −54% M
3 Median streamflow in December 8.16 2.87 5.18 12.6 −61% M
4 Median streamflow in January 7.62 5.00 4.51 9.76 −8% L
5 Median streamflow in February 4.23 3.32 2.69 8.30 5% L
6 Median streamflow in March 2.32 1.41 1.11 3.31 −48% M
7 Median streamflow in April 1.15 0.221 0.627 1.98 −61% M
8 Median streamflow in May 1.63 0.000 0.454 2.24 −80% H
9 Median streamflow in June 0.881 0.000 0.294 1.63 −67% H

10 Median streamflow in July 76.4 11.5 32.1 118 −15% L
11 Median streamflow in August 61.8 40.3 32.9 104 −8% L
12 Median streamflow in September 23.4 10.1 15.7 60.4 −41% M

Group 2

13 1-day minimum 0.322 0.000 0.146 0.689 −87% H
14 3-day minimum 0.352 0.000 0.148 0.803 −87% H
15 7-day minimum 0.373 0.000 0.221 1.14 −87% H
16 30-day minimum 0.614 0.000 0.296 1.42 −87% H
17 90-day minimum 1.28 0.245 0.582 2.15 −54% M
18 1-day maximum 963 416 603 1254 −28% L
19 3-day maximum 669 328 414 801 −34% M
20 7-day maximum 455 251 311 539 −41% M
21 30-day maximum 207 141 161 295 −28% L
22 90-day maximum 101 77.5 71.6 156 18% L
23 Zero streamflow days 0.000 59.0 0.000 0.000 −73% H
24 Base streamflow index 0.022 0.000 0.08 0.028 −93% H

Group 3 25 Minimum streamflow date 152 151 128 174 −28% L
26 Maximum streamflow date 212 218 198 227 18% L

Group 4
27 Low pulse count 3.00 2.00 1.92 6.00 6% L
28 Low pulse duration 6.25 25.0 5.00 15.6 −41% M
29 High pulse count 4.00 2.00 3.00 6.00 −31% L
30 High pulse duration 7.00 17.0 5.46 14.4 −54% M

Group 5
31 Rise rate 0.662 0.382 0.447 0.991 −54% M
32 Fall rate −1.00 −0.355 −1.16 −0.532 −48% M
33 Number of reversals 100 38.0 92.0 108 −82% H

Remarks: The overall hydrological change was 54%, H means high change; M means moderate change; L means low change. Base streamflow index: 7-day minimum streamflow/mean
streamflow for year. Rise/fall rates: median of all positive/negative differences between consecutive daily values. Number of reversals: by dividing the hydrologic record into “rising”
and “falling” periods, the number of times that flow switches from one type of period to another. Low/high pulse: a day is classified as a pulse if it is greater than or less than a specified
threshold. For this analysis, pulse thresholds are calculated using data in the pre-impact period only.
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Table 4. Hydrological change degree of each group of IHA indicators.

Hydrologic Change Degree of Each Group (%)
Degree of Overall Hydrologic Change (%)

Group 1 Group 2 Group 3 Group 4 Group 5

47 (M) 66 (M) 24 (L) 37 (M) 63 (M) 54 (M)

Remarks: M means moderate change; L means low change.

(1) Hydrological indicator selection

The 33 indicators of the IHA method had significant correlations with each other [58].
Correlation analysis was carried out on 33 indicator values, and the results are shown in
Figure 5. The correlation between the indicators was quite high; for the range of absolute
values of correlation coefficient, the maximum value was 0.999 and the minimum value
was 0, with the average absolute value of the correlation coefficient being 0.332. The 1st to
6th indicators, as well as the 23rd to 33rd, had a large quantity of dispersion and outliers,
but the 7th to 22nd indicators had little dispersion and fewer outliers. Indicators from 7 to
22 had a low degree of dispersion and few outliers. The PCA approach was used to assess
each indication to reduce the degree of redundancy among the 33 indicators.
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The Kaiser-Guttman criterion was used to determine the number of primary compo-
nents: the eigenvalue had to be larger than 1 and the cumulative contribution rate had to
be at least 80%. The eigenvalues and cumulative contribution rates of the indicators of the
33 IHA methods are shown in Figure 6. The top nine principal component eigenvalues
were all greater than 1, and the cumulative contribution rate was 85%, which met the
Kaiser-Guttman requirement.
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The load values of the top nine principal components are shown in Table 5, and the
indicator with the largest load value among the top nine principal components was selected
as the representative. A total of nine indicators were selected: 7-day maximum, median
streamflow in January; 3-day minimum, fall rate, median streamflow in May; number of
reversals, high pulse count, maximum streamflow date, median streamflow in June.

Table 5. Load value of each indicator of PC1 to PC9.

IHA Indicators
Principal Component

PC1 PC2 PC3 PC4 PC5 PC6 PC7 PC8 PC9

Median streamflow in October 0.045 0.897 0.011 −0.027 −0.063 0.006 0.131 0.001 0.126
Median streamflow in November 0.126 0.906 −0.069 −0.101 −0.051 0.019 0.176 0.101 0.008
Median streamflow in December 0.082 0.936 −0.052 −0.047 0.134 −0.079 0.013 0.133 −0.036

Median streamflow in January 0.124 0.941 * 0.064 −0.117 0.099 0.023 0.018 −0.056 0.035
Median streamflow in February 0.097 0.876 0.068 −0.105 0.222 0.007 −0.057 −0.167 −0.001

Median streamflow in March 0.051 0.772 −0.050 −0.053 0.402 −0.121 −0.092 0.094 −0.199
Median streamflow in April 0.036 0.456 −0.009 −0.114 0.716 −0.188 −0.099 0.151 −0.192
Median streamflow in May −0.072 0.041 0.191 −0.031 0.872 * 0.081 0.156 −0.095 0.067
Median streamflow in June −0.084 −0.061 −0.036 −0.108 −0.041 −0.109 0.036 0.094 0.861 *
Median streamflow in July 0.211 0.182 0.148 −0.005 0.209 0.093 0.291 0.733 0.123

Median streamflow in August 0.612 0.144 −0.130 −0.022 −0.139 0.035 0.415 −0.084 0.006
Median streamflow in September 0.399 0.234 −0.054 0.019 0.044 −0.012 0.709 −0.221 0.169

1-day minimum 0.111 −0.027 0.971 −0.076 0.093 0.006 −0.034 0.074 0.023
3-day minimum 0.092 −0.001 0.977 * −0.070 0.083 0.017 −0.022 0.078 0.016
7-day minimum 0.058 0.037 0.975 −0.045 0.084 0.075 −0.003 0.088 0.018
30-day minimum 0.025 0.022 0.952 −0.048 0.164 0.151 0.053 0.065 0.042
90-day minimum 0.018 0.275 0.349 −0.132 0.821 0.031 0.073 0.085 −0.004
1-day maximum 0.929 0.050 0.100 0.103 −0.005 −0.073 −0.075 −0.073 −0.021
3-day maximum 0.953 0.093 −0.013 0.087 0.022 −0.121 −0.012 −0.032 −0.033
7-day maximum 0.959 * 0.055 0.041 0.042 0.047 −0.147 0.029 0.003 −0.053

30-day maximum 0.939 0.065 0.023 0.104 −0.015 −0.073 0.157 0.062 −0.034
90-day maximum 0.859 0.158 0.051 0.093 −0.004 −0.001 0.371 0.097 0.131

Zero streamflow days −0.019 −0.143 −0.241 0.689 −0.237 −0.476 0.132 −0.045 −0.118
Base streamflow index −0.162 −0.052 0.871 −0.098 0.036 0.066 −0.048 −0.057 −0.058

Minimum streamflow date −0.021 −0.309 −0.161 0.576 0.268 0.169 −0.12 −0.066 −0.246
Maximum streamflow date 0.184 0.042 −0.107 0.003 0.092 −0.012 0.287 −0.792 * −0.011

Low pulse count −0.403 −0.112 −0.049 −0.022 −0.086 0.757 −0.121 0.012 −0.105
Low pulse duration −0.215 −0.029 −0.169 0.392 −0.232 −0.569 −0.067 0.064 0.147

High pulse count 0.282 0.234 0.309 −0.043 0.027 0.332 −0.448 −0.075 0.491
High pulse duration 0.288 0.009 0.056 0.124 0.212 −0.317 0.729 * 0.088 −0.126

Rise rate 0.212 −0.084 −0.052 0.853 −0.091 −0.092 0.048 0.052 −0.004
Fall rate −0.144 0.093 0.039 −0.897 * 0.098 0.243 −0.068 0.019 0.007

Number of reversals −0.053 −0.099 0.256 −0.288 −0.097 0.761 * −0.178 0.151 0.068

Remarks: * indicates the highest load value in the corresponding principal component.

(2) Rationality analysis of preferred indicator

The degree of hydrological change estimated by the 33 IHA method indicators was
compared to the total hydrological change of the selected nine indicators to see if they could
effectively retain the information in the traditional IHA method indicators. Tables 4 and 6
illustrate the results. By comparison, total hydrological change of the original 33 indicators
was 54%, and the overall hydrological change of the preferred indicators was 58%, both of
which were modest changes, with an overall relative inaccuracy of hydrological change
of 7%.

Because of the significant correlation among the indicators, they repeated the descrip-
tion of the degree of change in the overall hydrological evaluation, resulting in a small or
large evaluation [21]. As a result, a correlation study of the nine indicators was conducted,
and the findings are displayed in Figure 7. The result showed that the preferred indicators’
correlation coefficient distribution was more concentrated compared to the original IHA
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indicators’ (Figure 5). The preferred value of the correlation coefficient of the nine indi-
cators ranged from 0.839 to 0.228, with an average absolute value of 0.228; However, the
absolute value of the correlation coefficient for the 33 IHA indicators ranged from 0 to 0.999,
with an average value of 0.332. The correlation of the nine preferred indicators was much
lower than that of the original 33. Therefore, the nine indicators chosen using principal
component analysis are more suited to studying the Dawen River’s hydrological variability.

Table 6. Results of preferred indicator evaluation.

Serial Number IHA Indicators Hydrologic Alteration (%)

4 Median streamflow in January 8%
8 Median streamflow in May 80%
9 Median streamflow in June 67%
14 3-day minimum 87%
20 7-day maximum 41%
26 Maximum streamflow date 18%
29 High pulse count 31%
32 Rise rate 48%
33 Number of reversals 82%

Remarks: The overall hydrological change was 58%, which was a moderate change.
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3.2.2. Analysis of Hydrological Regime Change

This research analyzed the indicators with greater variability and the preferred in-
dicators in the IHA method before and after variation to explore the changes in the
Dawen River’s hydrological regime and clarify the Dawen River’s variation law from
many perspectives.

(1) Magnitude of monthly water conditions (Group 1)

The first group contained 12 indicators, among which were the hydrological change
degree of two indicators: the median streamflow in May and median streamflow in June.
They reached a high degree of change, and the hydrological change degree of the median
streamflow in March, April, September, November, and December indicators was moderate.
The hydrological changes of the median streamflow indices in January, February, July,
August, and October were low. The monthly median streamflow in the two periods before
and after the variation is shown in Figure 8. The monthly median streamflow following
the mutation was lower than prior to the mutation. Precipitation showed an insignificant
declining tendency, according to the interannual variation trend. The maximum median
value of streamflow fell by 47% from 76.4 m3/s before mutation to 40.3 m3/s afterwards.
The preferred indicators of median streamflow in January, May, and June were analyzed
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in this paper, and the findings are displayed in Figure 9. The indicator of hydrological
change degrees for the median streamflow in May and June were high. Moreover, these
streamflows were smaller than that of January because the amount of water from interbasin
water diversion in January was greater and irrigation for the basin’s primary crops is
concentrated in May and June. The reduction of streamflow will lead to the reduction
of aquatic habitats, the decline of groundwater level, and the increase in surface water
infiltration, thereby reducing the effective water content of soil and affecting terrestrial
plants and terrestrial animals.
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(2) Magnitude of annual extreme discharge events with different durations (Group 2)

There were nine indicators with moderate and high changes among the 12 indicators
in this group, as indicated in Table 3. The indicator for zero streamflow days changed
from 0 days before the mutation to 59 days afterwards. From 1956 to 1978, the average
number of zero streamflow days was 4.17, but from 1979 to 2016, it was 96.5, with obvious
differences. The indicator for the 90-day minimum changed from 1.28 m3/s before the
mutation to 0.245 m3/s afterwards. It shows that the Daicun Dam Hydrological station on
the Dawen River had a cut-out phenomenon following the mutation, and that it was severe,
almost reaching a continuous cut-out for 90 days. As illustrated in Figure 10, the paper
examined the two preferred indicators: 7-day maximum and 3-day minimum. These two
preferred indicators were analyzed, and the results are shown in Figure 10. Compared to
values before mutation, the average of the two indicators fell by 39% and 87%, respectively.
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From the analysis of the 3-day minimum indicator, the number of days with no streamflow
increased from 2 before the mutation to 29 afterwards, indicating that the Dawen River’s
hydrological variability is quite high and that there is a severe cut-off phenomenon. The
morphological structure of river channels and natural habitat conditions, as well as the
distribution of plant groups in lakes, ponds, and floodplains, would be affected by changes
in this collection of indicators. Soil moisture stress in plants will occur due to the reduction
in index values.
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(3) Timing of annual extreme water conditions (Group 3)

The two indicators in this group (minimum and maximum streamflow date) had small
changes. The preferred indicator maximum streamflow date was examined, as illustrated
in Figure 11. Because the Dawen River is seasonal, heavy rain and flooding are the key in-
fluencing factors. The inter-annual fluctuation of torrential rain and floods is not large since
the climatic conditions in the basin do not change significantly; therefore, the preferred indi-
cator did not change significantly before or after the variation. However, the years 1983 and
1992 were extremely dry. With no significant rainfall or floods, the rivers essentially stopped
running, causing the peak flow to occur earlier. Changes in this group of indicators will
lead to the evolution of biological life strategies and behavioral mechanisms.
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(4) Frequency and duration of high and low pulses (Group 4)

The changes in the two indicators of low pulse duration and high pulse duration were
moderate, whereas the changes in low pulse count and high pulse count were low. The
number of pulses dropped after the mutation, but the duration of each pulse increased,
these changes perhaps leading to an increase in severe flow and increasing the difficulty



Agronomy 2022, 12, 1719 16 of 21

of rivers overcoming flood seasons. The preferred indicator in this paper was high pulse
count, and its change is shown in Figure 12. This indicator’s multi-year average decreased
by roughly 50%, from 4.5 times before the mutation to 2.2 times after the mutation. Changes
in this group of variables can lead to changes in nutrient and organic matter exchange
between rivers and floodplains, as well as oxygen and water stress in plants.
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(5) Rate and frequency of water condition changes (Group 5)

In this group of indicators, the number of reversals showed a high degree of change, the
rise rate and fall rate indicators showed moderate changes, and the above three indicators all
showed a downward trend (Table 3). The authors of this paper analyzed the two preferred
indicators, fall rate and number of reversals, as shown in Figure 13. The multi-year average
of the number of reversal indicators fell from 99.5 before the mutation to 49.4 after the
mutation, while the multi-year average of the fall rate indicator changed from −1.1 to −2.5.
These two indicators differed dramatically before and after the variation, and the degree of
dispersion rose, affecting the biological population of the river. The downward trend will
lead to drought stress in plants and adversely affect the ecological environment.
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4. Discussion

This paper studied the evolution law of hydrological properties in the middle and
upper portions of the Dawen River. The analysis discovered that both rainfall and runoff
had a little decrease trend, with runoff’s negative trend being more visible and volatile
than rainfalls. The rainfall trend at most of the basin’s 26 rainfall stations was downward;
however, some stations had an upward tendency that was not clear. The mutation point
of runoff was discovered to be 1978 during the investigation of the mutation point. The
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time series was separated into two sections by this mutation point: the pre-influence stage
and the post-influence stage. The overall hydrological change degree of the runoff in the
Dawen River Basin was 54%, which was a moderate change, according to the IHA/RVA
method. This study used the PCA method to tackle the problem of too many indicators
in the IHA/RVA method and selected nine more representative indicators. These nine
indicators were more suitable for analyzing changes in the Dawen River’s hydrological
regime, according to rationality analysis. Since the 1980s, the Daicun Dam Hydrological
Station has frequently cut off water flow, with the cut-off time continually increasing;
this phenomenon poses a threat to agricultural water use. Some sections are unable to
maintain ecological flow, and pollution is becoming increasingly severe. The biology,
habitat, and structure of the Dawen River have all been irreversibly impacted by changes in
its hydrological regime. Determining the factors responsible for the hydrological variation
has attracted the attention of experts and scholars. Climate change mainly affects runoff
through precipitation and temperature [59], and in recent years, the precipitation in the
Dawen River Basin has shown a downward trend, but it is not obvious. The decrease in
precipitation, however, was not enough to account for the height change in the Dawen
River or even the disconnection phenomenon. Evaporation in the Dawen River Basin
likewise showed a declining trend, but this one was obvious [60]. Although the decrease in
evaporation resulted in increased runoff, the measurements of the Dawen River showed it
to be on the decline. Therefore, the main influencing factors of runoff change in the Dawen
River are not climatic but human [61]. Especially since the 1970s and 1980s, the Dawen
River has been the site of a large number of flood control and water-storage projects and
land development, which seriously affected the underlying surface conditions causing the
hydrological variation.

According to statistics, 20 large and medium-sized reservoirs and 438 small reservoirs
were built in the basin above the Dawen River Daicun Dam Hydrological Station in the
1960s and 1970s. By 1978, the total capacity of the new reservoirs was 1.14 billion m3. As
shown in Table 7 and Figure 14, these projects brought great irrigation and economic bene-
fits to local residents, but they also greatly changed the river’s ecological and hydrological
conditions. From 1979 to 2016, construction continued as three medium-sized reservoirs
and 110 small reservoirs were built, but they had a total storage capacity of only 140 million
m3. In the mountainous areas in the north Dawen River Basin, soil and water loss is very
serious, so in the river’s upper reaches, a large amount of soil and water conservation
work has recently been carried out: construction of terraces, conversion of cropland to
forest and grassland, and digging ecological ditches [62,63]. Soil and water conservation
measures, however, reduce the amount of runoff, resulting in river–runoff disconnection,
which affects the environment of the whole basin [64]. The underlying surface condition
of the Dawen River Basin has significantly changed: as water storage capacity increased,
runoff decreased. In addition, with the increase in sand mining in the middle and lower
reaches, the original river channel widened, increasing riverbed water storage and reducing
runoff. Therefore, the main influencing factors of hydrological variation in the Dawen
River are human, which is consistent with the conclusions concerning the main influencing
factors of hydrological variation in the Yellow River [58,65].

Table 7. Comparison of the number of new reservoirs before and after the mutation.

New Construction
from 1956 to 1978

New Construction
from 1979 to 2016

Large reservoirs 2 0
Medium reservoirs 18 3

Small reservoirs 542 110
Total storage capacity (104 m3) 114,183.17 14,253.78
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In recent years, river runoff in northern China has decreased significantly. The Yellow,
Songhua, and Haihe rivers, among others, have become typically water deficient. Studies
have shown that more than 50% of the reduced runoff is caused by human activity [66],
which has attracted wide attention from people of all walks of life. According to Li et al. [67],
soil and water conservation measures in the Wuding River, a tributary of the Yellow River,
were the most important variables affecting reduced river discharge from 1976 to 1997.
Zhao et al. [68] investigated flow fluctuations in the Yellow River Basin’s middle reaches
and evaluated the impact of climate change and human activity. The investigation found
that water conservation projects, soil and water conservation, and water consumption were
the key factors that caused the dramatic decline in annual runoff over the past 60 years.
The conclusions of this study are similar with the findings of the previous studies, which
suggest that the impact of human activities on runoff is gradually rising.

5. Conclusions

The study of river hydrological variability is the basis for the optimal allocation of river
water resources and the study of water ecological protection. In this paper, the evolution
characteristics of the hydrological parameters in the Dawen River were studied using a
variety of statistical approaches. The method of combining PCA and IHA was used to
study the changing law of the hydrological regime of Dawen River. At the same time,
the influence of hydrological regime variation on river ecological environment and the
influencing factors of hydrological variation were analyzed. In summary, the overall trend
of the Dawen River rainfall and runoff was downward, although the negative tendency was
more pronounced. The overall hydrological variability of the Dawen River was moderately
variable, and since the 1980s, the Dawen River has experienced severe dry-flow phenomena.
This not only has a certain impact on the production and domestic water in the region,
but also has an irreversible impact on the river’s biology, ecological environment, and
structure. In addition, the construction of a large number of water storage projects is the
main influencing factor of the hydrological variation of the Dawen River. Therefore, in
order to alleviate the shortage of water resources in this area and improve the ecological
environment, it is suggested that the water resource allocation of the Dawen River be
optimized and that the ecological environment of the river be improved by means of
joint scheduling of reservoirs. This achievement has important practical significance and
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theoretical value for the rational development and utilization of water resources and
ecological environment protection.
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variability and trends in the meta river, Colombia. Water 2020, 12, 1451. [CrossRef]
2. Liu, W.; Shi, C.; Zhou, Y. Trends and attribution of runoff changes in the upper and middle reaches of the yellow river in China.

J. Hydro-Environ. Res. 2021, 37, 57–66. [CrossRef]
3. Wang, S.; McVicar, T.R.; Zhang, Z.; Brunner, T.; Strauss, P. Globally partitioning the simultaneous impacts of climate-induced and

human-induced changes on catchment streamflow: A review and meta-analysis. J. Hydrol. 2020, 590, 125387. [CrossRef]
4. Su, L.; Miao, C.; Kong, D.; Duan, Q.; Lei, X.; Hou, Q.; Li, H. Long-term trends in global river flow and the causal relationships

between river flow and ocean signals. J. Hydrol. 2018, 563, 818–833. [CrossRef]
5. Gudmundsson, L.; Seneviratne, S.I.; Zhang, X. Anthropogenic climate change detected in European renewable freshwater

resources. Nat. Clim. Chang. 2017, 7, 813–816. [CrossRef]
6. Leal Filho, W.; Totin, E.; Franke, J.A.; Andrew, S.M.; Abubakar, I.R.; Azadi, H.; Nunn, P.D.; Ouweneel, B.; Williams, P.A.; Simpson,

N.P. Understanding responses to climate-related water scarcity in Africa. Sci. Total Environ. 2022, 806, 150420. [CrossRef]
7. Chauluka, F.; Singh, S.; Kumar, R. Rainfall and streamflow trends of thuchila river, southern Malawi. Mater. Today Proc. 2021, 34,

846–855. [CrossRef]
8. Kakkar, A.; Rai, P.K.; Mishra, V.N.; Singh, P. Decadal trend analysis of rainfall patterns of past 115 years & its impact on Sikkim,

India. Remote Sens. Environ. 2022, 26, 100738. [CrossRef]
9. Anthony, M.; Cook, A. Non-Traditional Security in Asia: Issues, Challenges and Framework for Action; Institute of Southeast Asian

Studies: Singapore, 2013.
10. Li, H.; Song, W. Characteristics of climate change in the Lancang-Mekong sub-region. Climate 2020, 8, 115. [CrossRef]
11. Wu, W.P.; Zhu, Y.F.; Zeng, W.K.; Wang, M.; Yang, D.X.; Chen, W. Green efficiency of water resources in northwest China:

Spatial-temporal heterogeneity and convergence trends. J. Clean. Prod. 2021, 320, 128651. [CrossRef]
12. Yang, L.; Zhao, G.; Tian, P.; Mu, X.; Tian, X.; Feng, J.; Bai, Y. Runoff changes in the major river basins of China and their responses

to potential driving forces. J. Hydrol. 2022, 607, 127536. [CrossRef]
13. Tian, X.; Zhao, G.; Mu, X.; Zhang, P.; Tian, P.; Gao, P.; Sun, W. Hydrologic alteration and possible underlying causes in the Wuding

River, China. Sci. Total Environ. 2019, 693, 133556. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
14. Xu, M.; Wang, G.; Wang, Z.; Hu, H.; Kumar Singh, D.; Tian, S. Temporal and spatial hydrological variations of the yellow river in

the past 60 years. J. Hydrol. 2022, 609, 127750. [CrossRef]
15. Richter, B.D.; Baumgartner, J.V.; Powell, J.; Braun, D.P. A method for assessing hydrologic alteration within ecosystems. Conserv.

Biol. 1996, 10, 1163–1174. [CrossRef]
16. Richter, B.D.; Baumgartner, J.V.; Braun, D.P.; Powell, J. A spatial assessment of hydrologic alteration within a river network. Regul.

Rivers Res. Manag. 1998, 14, 329–340. [CrossRef]
17. Richter, B.; Baumgartner, J.; Wigington, R.; Braun, D. How much water does a river need? Freshw. Biol. 1997, 37, 231–249.

[CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.3390/w12051451
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jher.2021.05.002
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2020.125387
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2018.06.058
http://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate3416
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.150420
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2020.06.228
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rsase.2022.100738
http://doi.org/10.3390/cli8100115
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2021.128651
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2022.127536
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.07.362
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31362221
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2022.127750
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1523-1739.1996.10041163.x
http://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-1646(199807/08)14:4&lt;329::AID-RRR505&gt;3.0.CO;2-E
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2427.1997.00153.x


Agronomy 2022, 12, 1719 20 of 21

18. Fantin-Cruz, I.; Pedrollo, O.; Girard, P.; Zeilhofer, P.; Hamilton, S.K. Effects of a diversion hydropower facility on the hydrological
regime of the Correntes River, a tributary to the Pantanal floodplain, Brazil. J. Hydrol. 2015, 531, 810–820. [CrossRef]

19. Mwedzi, T.; Katiyo, L.; Mugabe, F.T.; Bere, T.; Bangira, C.; Mangadze, T.; Kupika, O.L. A spatial assessment of stream-flow
characteristics and hydrologic alterations, post dam construction in the Manyame catchment, Zimbabwe. Water SA 2016, 42,
194–202. [CrossRef]

20. Smakhtin, V.U.; Shilpakar, R.L.; Hughes, D.A. Hydrology-based assessment of environmental flows: An example from Nepal.
Hydrol. Sci. J. 2010, 51, 207–222. [CrossRef]

21. Poff, N.; Zimmerman, J. Ecological responses to altered flow regimes: A literature review to inform the science and management
of environmental flows. Freshw. Biol. 2010, 55, 194–205. [CrossRef]

22. Suen, J.P. Ecologically Based Methods for Multi-Objective Water Resources Management in Taiwan. Ph.D. Thesis, University of
Illinois, Urbana, IL, USA, 2005.

23. Olden, J.D.; Poff, N.L. Redundancy and the choice of hydrologic indices for characterizing streamflow regimes. River Res. Appl.
2003, 19, 101–121. [CrossRef]

24. Yang, T.; Zhang, Q.; Chen, Y.D.; Tao, X.; Xu, C.-Y.; Chen, X. A spatial assessment of hydrologic alteration caused by dam
construction in the middle and lower yellow river, China. Hydrol. Process. 2008, 22, 3829–3843. [CrossRef]

25. Gao, Y.; Vogel, R.M.; Kroll, C.N.; Poff, N.L.; Olden, J.D. Development of representative indicators of hydrologic alteration.
J. Hydrol. 2009, 374, 136–147. [CrossRef]

26. Yang, Y.-C.E.; Cai, X.; Herricks, E.E. Identification of hydrologic indicators related to fish diversity and abundance: A data mining
approach for fish community analysis. Water Resour. Res. 2008, 44, W04412. [CrossRef]

27. Xu, F.; Jia, Y.; Niu, C.; Liu, J.; Hao, C. Changes in annual, seasonal and monthly climate and its impacts on runoff in the Hutuo
River basin, China. Water 2018, 10, 278. [CrossRef]

28. Liu, Y.G.; Yuan, F.H.; Wang, A.Z.; Wu, J.B.; Zheng, X.B.; Yin, H.; Guan, X. Characteristics of climate change in changbai mountain
ecological functional area, northeast China. Ying Yong Sheng Tai Xue Bao/J. Appl. Ecol. 2019, 30, 1503–1512. [CrossRef]

29. Musa, I.H.; Musa, J.J.; Otache, M.Y.; Odofin, A.J.; Odofin, A.J.; Otuaro, E.A. Spatiotemporal variation of land use pattern and land
cover changes in gidan kwano watershed area in north central Nigeria. Open J. Ecol. 2022, 12, 271–286. [CrossRef]

30. Alifujiang, Y.; Abuduwaili, J.; Groll, M.; Issanova, G.; Maihemuti, B. Changes in intra-annual runoff and its response to climate
variability and anthropogenic activity in the lake Issyk-Kul Basin, Kyrgyzstan. Catena 2021, 198, 104974. [CrossRef]

31. Mohammed, A.; Tommaso, C.; Andrzej, W.; Nir, K.; Tarek, H. Analysis of the spatiotemporal annual rainfall variability in the
Wadi Cheliff Basin (Algeria) over the period 1970 to 2018. Water 2021, 13, 1477. [CrossRef]

32. Xie, Z.; Mu, X.; Gao, P.; Wu, C.; Qiu, D. Impacts of climate and anthropogenic activities on streamflow regimes in the Beiluo river,
China. Water 2021, 13, 2892. [CrossRef]

33. Yao, R.; Zhang, W.; Zhang, D. Period division-based markov models for short-term traffic flow prediction. IEEE Access 2020, 8,
178345–178359. [CrossRef]

34. Lei, Y.X.; Jiang, X.H.; Geng, W.J.; Zhang, J.Y.; Zhao, H.; Ren, L.Q. The variation characteristics and influencing factors of base flow
of the Hexi inland rivers. Atmosphere 2021, 12, 356. [CrossRef]

35. Sohrab, K.; Ali, S.; Amirpouya, S. Spatio-temporal variations of discharge and sediment in rivers flowing into the anzali lagoon.
Sustainability 2022, 14, 507. [CrossRef]

36. He, Y.; Hu, Y.; Song, J.; Jiang, X. Variation of runoff between southern and northern China and their attribution in the Qinling
mountains, China. Ecol. Eng. 2021, 171, 106374. [CrossRef]

37. Sharifi, A.; Mirabbasi, R.; Ali Nasr-Esfahani, M.; Torabi Haghighi, A.; Fatahi Nafchi, R. Quantifying the impacts of anthropogenic
changes and climate variability on runoff changes in central plateau of Iran using nine methods. J. Hydrol. 2021, 603, 127045.
[CrossRef]

38. Malede, D.A.; Agumassie, T.A.; Kosgei, J.R.; Linh, N.T.T.; Andualem, T.G. Analysis of rainfall and streamflow trend and variability
over birr river watershed, Abbay basin, Ethiopia. Environ. Chall. 2022, 7, 100528. [CrossRef]

39. Chen, L.; Wang, Y.; Touati, B.; Guan, H.; Leng, G.; Liu, W.; Lv, S.; Huang, S.; Pan, Z. Temporal characteristics detection and
attribution analysis of hydrological time-series variation in the seagoing river of southern China under environmental change.
Acta Geophysica. 2018, 66, 1151–1170. [CrossRef]

40. Lei, X.; Gao, L.; Wei, J.; Ma, M.; Xu, L.; Fan, H.; Li, X.; Gao, J.; Dang, H.; Chen, X.; et al. Contributions of climate change and human
activities to runoff variations in the Poyang Lake basin of China. Phys. Chem. Earth Parts A/B/C 2021, 123, 103019. [CrossRef]

41. Wang, X.; Engel, B.; Yuan, X.; Yuan, P. Variation analysis of streamflows from 1956 to 2016 along the yellow river, China. Water
2018, 10, 1231. [CrossRef]

42. Wu, L.; Wang, S.J.; Bai, X.Y.; Luo, W.J.; Tian, Y.C.; Zeng, C.; Luo, G.J.; He, S.Y. Quantitative assessment of the impacts of climate
change and human activities on runoff change in a typical karst watershed, SW China. Sci. Total Environ. 2017, 601–602, 1449–1465.
[CrossRef]

43. Fu, J.; Gong, Y.; Zheng, W.; Zou, J.; Zhang, M.; Zhang, Z.; Qin, J.; Liu, J.; Quan, B. Spatial-temporal variations of terrestrial
evapotranspiration across China from 2000 to 2019. Sci. Total Environ. 2022, 825, 153951. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Hekmatzadeh, A.A.; Kaboli, S.; Torabi Haghighi, A. New indices for assessing changes in seasons and in timing characteristics of
air temperature. Theor. Appl. Climatol. 2020, 140, 1247–1261. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2015.10.045
http://doi.org/10.4314/wsa.v42i2.03
http://doi.org/10.1623/hysj.51.2.207
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2427.2009.02272.x
http://doi.org/10.1002/rra.700
http://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.6993
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2009.06.009
http://doi.org/10.1029/2006WR005764
http://doi.org/10.3390/w10030278
http://doi.org/10.13287/j.1001-9332.201905.006
http://doi.org/10.4236/oje.2022.125016
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2020.104974
http://doi.org/10.3390/w13111477
http://doi.org/10.3390/w13202892
http://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2020.3027866
http://doi.org/10.3390/atmos12030356
http://doi.org/10.3390/su14010507
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2021.106374
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2021.127045
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.envc.2022.100528
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11600-018-0198-y
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pce.2021.103019
http://doi.org/10.3390/w10091231
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.05.288
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2022.153951
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35192820
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00704-020-03156-w


Agronomy 2022, 12, 1719 21 of 21

45. Kakaei Lafdani, E.; Saarela, T.; Laurén, A.; Pumpanen, J.; Palviainen, M. Purification of forest clear-cut runoff water using biochar:
A meso-scale laboratory column experiment. Water 2020, 12, 478. [CrossRef]

46. Liang, W.; Bai, D.; Wang, F.; Fu, B.; Yan, J.; Wang, S.; Yang, Y.; Long, D.; Feng, M. Quantifying the impacts of climate change and
ecological restoration on streamflow changes based on a Budyko hydrological model in China’s loess plateau. Water Resour. Res.
2015, 51, 6500–6519. [CrossRef]

47. Sattari, M.T.; Mirabbasi, R.; Jarhan, S.; Sureh, F.S.; Ahmad, S. Trend and abrupt change analysis in water quality of Urmia Lake in
comparison with changes in lake water level. Environ. Monit. Assess. 2020, 192, 623. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Niu, B.; Li, X.; Li, F.; Wang, Y.; Hu, X. Vegetation dynamics and its linkage with climatic and anthropogenic factors in the Dawen
river watershed of China from 1999 through 2018. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 2021, 28, 52887–52900. [CrossRef]

49. Mann, H.B. Nonparametric tests against trend. Econometrica 1945, 13, 245–259. [CrossRef]
50. Kendall, M.G. Rank Correlation Methods; Griffin: New York, NY, USA, 1948.
51. He, Y.; Tian, P.; Mu, X.; Gao, P.; Zhao, G.; Wang, F.; Li, P. Changes in daily and monthly rainfall in the middle yellow river, China.

Theor. Appl. Climatol. 2017, 129, 139–148. [CrossRef]
52. Lv, X.; Zuo, Z.; Ni, Y.; Sun, J.; Wang, H. The effects of climate and catchment characteristic change on streamflow in a typical

tributary of the yellow river. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 14535. [CrossRef]
53. Berger, W.H.; Labeyrie, L.D. Abrupt Climatic Change: Evidence and Implications; Springer Science & Business Media:

Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 1987.
54. Wang, S.; Yan, Y.; Yan, M.; Zhao, X. Quantitative estimation of the impact of precipitation and human activities on runoff change

of the Huangfuchuan River Basin. J. Geogr. Sci. 2012, 22, 906–918. [CrossRef]
55. Shah, S.A.; Jehanzaib, M.; Lee, J.H.; Kim, T.W. Exploring the factors affecting streamflow conditions in the Han River basin from a

regional perspective. KSCE J. Civ. Eng. 2021, 25, 4931–4941. [CrossRef]
56. Mathews, R.; Richter, B. Application of the indicators of hydrologic alteration software in environment flow setting. J. Am. Water

Resour. As. 2007, 43, 1400–1413. [CrossRef]
57. Mohd Salleh, N.A.; Hassan, M.S. Discrimination of lard and other edible fats after heating treatments using partial least square

regression (plsr), principal component regression (pcr) and linear support vector machine regression (svmr). J. Phys. Conf. Ser.
2019, 1366, 012114. [CrossRef]

58. Yang, T.; Cui, T.; Xu, C.-Y.; Ciais, P.; Shi, P. Development of a new IHA method for impact assessment of climate change on flow
regime. Glob. Planet Chang. 2017, 156, 68–79. [CrossRef]

59. Zhong, D.; Dong, Z.; Fu, G.; Bian, J.; Kong, F.; Wang, W.; Zhao, Y. Trend and change points of streamflow in the yellow river and
their attributions. J. Water Clim. Chang. 2021, 12, 136–151. [CrossRef]

60. Zhang, R.; Duan, Z.; Wang, W.; Li, J. Analysis on the changing trend and influence of water resources in Dawen river under
changing environment. Yellow River 2015, 37, 67–69. [CrossRef]

61. Sun, R.; Sun, X.L.; Gong, X.L.; Lu, C.X. Runoff series consistency test of Daicun dam in Dawen river. Water Resour. Power 2017, 35,
17–21.

62. Jie, X.; Xu, G. A brief discussion on the characteristics and countermeasures of flood disaster in Dawen river basin. J. Econ. Water
Resour. 2003, 21, 59–62. [CrossRef]

63. Guo, K.; Xu, Y. Study on health status and control measures in Dawen river basin. Res. Soil Water Conserv. 2007, 14, 336–337, 340.
[CrossRef]

64. Zhang, X. Effects of soil and water conservation on water resources and water environment. Henan Water Resour. South-North
Water Divers. 2020, 49, 6–17. [CrossRef]

65. Shen, Z.T.; Zhao, Q.; Li, X. Analysis of rainfall-runoff variation characteristics and influencing factors in the Dawen river basin in
the past 50 years. IOP Conf. Ser. Earth Environ. Sci. 2020, 619, 012091. [CrossRef]

66. Guan, X.; Zhang, J.; Bao, Z.; Liu, C.; Jin, J.; Wang, G. Past variations and future projection of runoff in typical basins in 10 water
zones, China. Sci. Total Environ. 2021, 798, 149277. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

67. Li, L.J.; Zhang, L.; Wang, H.; Wang, J.; Yang, J.W.; Jiang, D.J.; Li, J.Y.; Qin, D.Y. Assessing the impact of climate variability and
human activities on streamflow from the Wuding river basin in China. Hydrol. Processes 2007, 21, 3485–3491. [CrossRef]

68. Zhao, G.; Tian, P.; Mu, X.; Jiao, J.; Wang, F.; Gao, P. Quantifying the impact of climate variability and human activities on
streamflow in the middle reaches of the yellow river basin, China. J. Hydrol. 2014, 519, 387–398. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.3390/w12020478
http://doi.org/10.1002/2014WR016589
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-020-08577-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32895730
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-14447-8
http://doi.org/10.2307/1907187
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00704-016-1763-4
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-51115-x
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11442-012-0972-8
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12205-021-0151-5
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1752-1688.2007.00099.x
http://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1366/1/012114
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloplacha.2017.07.006
http://doi.org/10.2166/wcc.2020.144
http://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-1379.2015.01.017
http://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1003-9511.2003.02.021
http://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1005-3409.2007.03.108
http://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1673-8853.2020.10.004
http://doi.org/10.1088/1755-1315/619/1/012091
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.149277
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34340074
http://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.6485
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2014.07.014

	Introduction 
	Material and Methods 
	Study Area 
	Data Sources 
	Hydrological Statistical Analysis Methods 
	IHA/RVA 
	Principal Component Analysis (PCA) 

	Results 
	Evolution Characteristics of Hydrological Factors in Dawen River 
	Trend Analysis 
	Analysis of Mutation 

	The Law of Hydrological Variation of Dawen River 
	Degree of Hydrological Change of Dawen River 
	Analysis of Hydrological Regime Change 


	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

