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Abstract: With the intensification of human activities, the natural water cycle has a significant nature-
society dual feature, and identifying the mutual feedback mechanism between natural and social
water cycles is an important basis for a more accurate simulation of the dualistic water cycle. In
this study, two indexes of cumulative runoff change rate and social water cycle feedback rate are
put forward, representing the degree of change in socio-hydrological unit runoff under the mutual
feedback of the natural social water cycle in all upstream regions, and the degree influence of the
water intake, consumption, and discharge process of the social water cycle on the natural water
cycle in the socio-hydrological unit, respectively. Taking the Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region, which is
marked by strong human activities, as the study area, the 2035 natural-social dualistic water cycles
were simulated by a water allocation and simulation (WAS) model. Different water supply types
and use structures cause the social water cycle to increase or decrease local runoff in different areas.
The social water cycle feedback rate is greater than 1 in Beijing and Tianjin, and less than 0.25 in
the mountainous areas and the Hebei plain, indicating that the social water cycle of each unit in the
Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region increases or decreases local runoff due to different water supply types
and use structures. The cumulative runoff change rate in this region was 0.66, indicating that the
overall runoff was attenuated due to the social water cycle, and runoff attenuation was greater in the
south than the north.

Keywords: natural-social dualistic water cycles; Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei; WAS; cumulative runoff
change rate; social water cycle feedback rate

1. Introduction

With economic and societal development, human activities have gradually increased
in intensity, and the impact on the natural water cycle is more significant. Meanwhile,
large-scale development and utilization of water resources alters the temporal and spatial
distribution of the natural water cycle, which begins to show a significant natural–social
dualistic characteristic [1]. In traditional hydrology, the influence of human activities and
water resource management are often regarded as external factors of the natural water cycle,
and it is difficult to identify the dynamic mutual feedback mechanism between the natural
water cycle and human society. Therefore, how to comprehensively evaluate the natural
society dualistic water cycles and quantitatively analyze the mutual feedback relationship
between the natural water cycle and human society is important to achieve the sustainable
utilization of water resources.

Research on the dynamic mutual feedback between human society and the natural
water cycle has attracted significant worldwide attention. In early studies, some scholars
proposed the interaction between human activities and the natural water cycle, while
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research on the dynamic mutual feedback between human activities and the natural water
cycle requires further study [2–5]. In the past decade, with an increased understanding of
human activities and natural water cycle processes, concepts such as the coupled human
and natural systems (CHANS) relationship [6], socio-hydrology [7], and natural society
dualistic water cycles [8] have been proposed. Although there are differences in their
expression, the core content reflects the temporal and spatial relationship between the
natural water cycle and the process of social water intake, consumption, and discharge
under the influence of human activities.

Sivapalan (2012) [7] proposed that socio-hydrology is a new science relating to people
and water, focusing mainly on the evolution of the human–water coupling system and the
mutual feedback mechanism, which has been widely used in many countries. For example,
Roobavannan et al. (2020) [9] links the dynamics of basin economy to a community sensi-
tivity state variable to construct a social-hydrological model based on system dynamics,
and studies the future sustainable development status of the watershed under climatic
and economic changes. Liu et al. (2015) [10] constructed a social-hydrological model that
includes hydrological, ecological, economic, and social subsystems based on the charac-
teristics of the Tarim River Basin in China, and analyzed the co-evolution characteristics
of the hydrological system, as well as the complex interaction and feedback relationship
between humans and water. Emmerik et al. (2014) [11] constructed a two-way coupling
social-hydrological model between human and hydrological systems in the Murrumbidgee
River Basin in Australia based on nonlinear ordinary differential equations. This reveals
that the pendulum swing phenomenon is due to the competition between the productive
forces of humans and the restorative forces of the environment. Enteshari et al. (2020) [12]
investigated the interaction between the water and socioeconomic systems in Zayandehrud,
Iran, based on a system dynamics model. They found that a water resource management
policy based on social hydrology is more conducive to the sustainable development of
regional water and socio-economic systems. In the Saskatchewan River Basin, Canada, the
adoption of a social-hydrology framework has become an important approach to solve the
water security of the local dynamic and complex water system, owing to the competition
for water across economic sectors and among provinces, between upstream and down-
stream users, and in other situations [13]. In addition, the social-hydrology framework has
been used in different research fields, such as hydropower development [14], groundwater
resource management [15], flood management [16,17], and channel flow management in
complex river basins [18].

Wang et al. (2016) [19] proposed the theory of natural society dualistic water cy-
cles, and realized the coupling simulation of natural and social water cycle processes
through measurement, separation, coupling, modeling, and regulation. Numerous scholars
have studied water resource management based on this theory: for example, Liang et al.
(2022) [20] researched multi-scenario water resource regulation based on this framework.
Liu et al. (2019) [21] evaluated regional water security in China, and Zhang et al. (2017) [22]
proposed a regional water cycle health evaluation method based on the theory of natural so-
ciety dualistic water cycles. Studies have mainly focused on comprehensive simulations of
natural and social water cycles and their evolutionary relationship, which has been applied
to many areas of China, such as the Haihe River Basin [23,24], Yellow River Basin [25,26],
Liaohe River Basin [27], Xinjiang province [28], and other basins or regions with high
human influence. In addition, “Panta Rhei—Everything Flows: Change in hydrology and
society” was proposed as a research theme in the 10-year Scientific Plan (2013–2022) of the
International Hydrological Association [29].

To quantitatively analyze the interaction between the natural water cycle and society,
many scholars have developed corresponding models based on the hydrological model,
such as the natural society dualistic water cycles simulation, carried out by coupling hu-
man activities. For example, Zhao et al. (2021) [30] constructed the Système Hydrologique
Europeen (SHE) model of the Han River in China from the perspective of social hydrology,
simulating the potential evolutionary path of the social-hydrological system. Elshafei et al.
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(2015) [31] constructed a social-hydrodynamics model in the Toolibin watershed, Australia,
by adding social modules to the LASCAM model, capturing positive and negative feedback
interactions between human and natural systems in the region. Tesfatsion et al. (2017) [32]
developed an open source WACCShed software, which can be used to study the interac-
tion among hydrology, climate, and decision making in a watershed. Essenfelder et al.
(2018) [33] coupled the Soil and Water Assessment Tool (SWAT) model with the PMAUP
(Positive Multi-Attribute Utility Programming) model and the ecologic model by adopting
the hydrological economy representative unit (HERUs) to realize a collaborative simula-
tion of socioeconomic and eco-hydrological systems. In addition to hydrological models,
many studies have adopted system dynamics [12], the agent-based model (ABM) [34], the
water economy model [35], and other models and methods to study the impact of social
activities on the natural water cycle. For example, Li et al. (2019) [36] constructed a social-
hydrological model based on the system dynamics of the relationship among different
state variables such as population, water for living and production, groundwater levels,
and community sensitivity, and studied the future water resource sustainability of Beijing
under dynamic changes. Pouladi et al. (2019) [37] investigated local farmers in Urmia Lake
in Iran through interviews and questionnaires, and built a social-hydrological framework
based on the ABM model and planned behavior theory, effectively simulating the behavior
of local farmers in agricultural decision making.

Although these studies adopted different methods or models to study the dualistic
characteristics of natural and societal water cycles in different regions, they mainly consider
the influence of human activities in the natural water cycle process, or water resource
conditions in the economic and social model, and lack quantitative analysis of the mutual
feedback relationship between natural society dualistic water cycles. The social water
cycle, through water supply and consumption, will affect the natural water cycle process,
as well as restrict the social water cycle water withdrawal. Thus, the natural society
dualistic water cycle has linkage, real-time feedback, and complexity characteristics: with
the increase in human activities, the interaction between the social and natural water cycles
will become more significant. Therefore, identifying the coupling mechanism of multiple
processes of natural and social water cycles is an important scientific question. Focusing
on the characteristics of the regional natural society dualistic water cycles, this paper
further studies the mutual feedback mechanism that exists in natural and social water
cycles, establishing a set of indexes that can quantitatively describe the mutual feedback
relationship between the upstream and downstream units and within the natural and social
water cycle in the region. Taking the Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region, which includes strong
water competition and intense human activities, as the study area, the mutual feedback
relationship of natural society dualistic water cycles is studied.

2. Natural Society Dualistic Water Cycles Model and Mutual Feed Mechanism Index
2.1. Natural Society Dualistic Water Cycles Model

The water allocation and simulation model (WAS) is used to calculate the natural
society dualistic water cycles [38]. The WAS model is composed of two parts: water cycle
and water resource allocation. The water cycle includes a runoff producing simulation
module (the infiltration-excess and saturation-excess runoff producing method is used
to calculate the runoff), a river confluence module, and a reclaimed water simulation
module, which can calculate the regional and watershed surface water and groundwater
resources; water resource allocation calculates the regional and watershed water supply
and demand balance, and feeds the water supply and return to the water cycles in real
time. The WAS model adopts the dynamic feedback simulation method of water cycle
measurement, separation, aggregation, modeling, and regulation. It can simulate the water
supply process, water consumption, and drainage in the social water cycle, as well as realize
the combined effect of the natural and social water cycles and the dynamic response of
upstream and downstream water intake and water use to achieve comprehensive dynamic
water resource changes. The model framework is shown in Figure 1, Ec, Ee, Et, Ei are
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agriculture, ecology, domestic and industry water consumption, respectively. Based on this
model, the quantitative simulation of the mutual feedback relationship between the natural
and social water cycles can be realized.
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Figure 1. Water allocation and simulation (WAS) model framework.

2.2. Natural Society Water Cycle Mutual Feed Mechanism

The socio-hydrological unit is the basic feature of the natural society dualistic water
cycles, and it was generated by superimposing social administrative districts on the basis of
water resource zones with the characteristics of natural watersheds [39]. The water intake,
consumption, and discharge of the social water cycle; the rainfall, evaporation, runoff,
and confluence of the natural water cycle; and the mutual feedback of the natural society
dualistic water cycles are all contained within the socio-hydrological unit. For a basin, the
social water intake, consumption, and discharge directly affect the change of natural runoff
within the socio-hydrological unit.

Social discharge in the upper stream will change the river runoff in the middle of
the stream, and this altered runoff affects water availability and drainage, eventually
having an impact downstream. Therefore, the mutual feedback of the natural and social
water cycles is reflected, not only within socio-hydrological units, but also among different
socio-hydrological units.

2.2.1. Mutual Feeding Mechanism between Socio-Hydrological Units

A watershed is divided into four socio-hydrological units: R1, R2, R3, and R4. The
confluence relationship of each unit is shown in Figure 2.
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Within each calculation unit, ∆Wr is the runoff in the unit caused by natural runoff
and confluence; ∆WF is the feedback amount of the social water cycle, which is the change
of runoff in the unit caused by social water intake and drainage. The water volume at the
outlet of the unit is Wr when only the natural water cycle is considered, and the water
volume at the outlet of the unit is WF when the mutual feedback mechanism of the natural
society dualistic water cycles is considered. For example, for a unit, if the amount of the
runoff produced within the unit is 10 million m3, then ∆Wr is 10 million m3; if the water
intake is 4 million m3, and water drainage is 2 million m3, then the change in runoff in the
unit caused by social water intake and drainage is –2 million m3; thus ∆WF is –2 million
m3; the Wr is 10 million m3, and the WF is 8 million m3. Thus, the water balance of each
unit can be determined from:

Wr1 = ∆Wr1
Wr2 = ∆Wr2
Wr3 = Wr1 + ∆Wr3
Wr4 = Wr2 + Wr3 + ∆Wr4

(1)


WF1 = Wr1 + ∆WF1
WF2 = Wr2 + ∆WF2
WF3 = WF1 + ∆Wr3 + ∆WF3
WF4 = WF3 + WF2 + ∆Wr4 + ∆WF4

(2)

The water balance of the nth unit can be obtained as follows:{
Wrn = ∑m

i = 1 ∆Wri
WFn = ∑m

i = 1(∆Wri + ∆WFi)
(3)

where m is the set of all upstream units belonging to the nth unit (including the nth unit).
The cumulative runoff change rate (α) is shown in Formula (4). This can reflect

the variation in runoff at the outlet of the unit, under the natural and social water cycle
interactions of the upstream unit.

α =
WF
Wr

(4)

Based on Formulas (3) and (4), the cumulative runoff change rate of different units
(Figure 2) can be obtained:

α1 = WF1
Wr1

= ∆Wr1+∆WF1
∆Wr1

= 1 + ∆WF1
Wr1

α2 = WF2
Wr2

= ∆Wr2+∆WF2
∆Wr2

= 1 + ∆WF2
Wr2

α3 = WF3
Wr3

= ∆Wr1+∆Wr3+∆WF1+∆WF3
∆Wr1+∆Wr3

= 1 + ∆WF1+∆WF3
Wr3

α4 = WF4
Wr4

= ∆Wr1+∆Wr3+∆Wr2+∆Wr4+∆WF1+∆WF3+∆WF2+∆WF4
∆Wr1+∆Wr3+∆Wr2+∆Wr4

= 1 + ∆WF1+∆WF3+∆WF2+∆WF4
Wr4

(5)

Thus, the cumulative runoff change rate in the nth unit can be obtained by Formula (6).
The mutual feedback water amount in each upstream unit affects the cumulative runoff
change rate in the downstream unit. The cumulative runoff change rate α ∈ [0,+∞]; when
α is equal to 1, it means WF = Wr, and indicates that there is no natural society dualistic
water cycles mutual feedback in the whole basin, or the social water intake and discharge
of the whole basin, are equal. When the α is less than 1, it means that WF < Wr and indicates
the degree of reduction of runoff at the outlet of the unit under the influence of the social
water cycle, and when WF = 0, it means that there is no runoff at the outlet of the unit.
When the α is greater than 1, it means that WF > Wr and indicates an increase in the degree
of runoff at the outlet of the unit under the influence of the social water cycle.

αn =
WFn
Wrn

=
∑m

i = 1(∆Wri + ∆WFi)

∑m
i = 1 ∆Wri

= 1 + ∑m
i = 1

∆WFi
Wrn

(6)
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2.2.2. Mutual Feedback Mechanism within Socio-Hydrological Units

In each unit, the influence of the water intake, consumption, and discharge of the
social water cycle on the natural water cycle is shown in Figure 3.
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Figure 3. Mutual feedback mechanism of natural and social water cycles in each unit.

Figure 3 generalizes the water supply sources into surface water, groundwater, di-
version water, and reclaimed water. Surface water includes local rivers and reservoirs.
The amount of available reclaimed water is determined by social water consumption. It
is assumed that all reclaimed water is utilized after treatment. Diversion water includes
external basin diversion water and the trans-basin reservoir water supply. Water demand
can be generally divided into domestic, industrial, agricultural, and ecological, all of which
are represented by social water demand.

After social water use, part of the water is directly consumed and becomes the social
water consumption, while the remained becomes sewage. Some sewage is discharged
into the river after treatment, while other waste water becomes recycled water after deep
treatment. Thus, the formula for calculating the water balance of the social water cycle in
the unit is as follows:

Wintake + Wground + WTrans + Wrec = WET + Wsew (7)

Wsew = Wdrainage + Wrec (8)

where Wintake is surface water supply; Wground is groundwater supply; WTrans is division
water supply; Wsew is sewage discharge; Wrec is reclaimed water supply; WET is social water
consumption; Wdrainage is the discharge water from the social water cycle to the river. It
can be seen that the amount of reclaimed water used has no effect on the water balance
in the unit.

The calculation formula of social water cycle feedback ∆WF is as follows:

∆WF = Wdrainage −Wintake (9)

To quantitatively reflect the degree of influence of the water intake, consumption,
and discharge of the social water cycle in the unit on the natural water cycle, the ratio of
discharge water to surface water supply is set as the social water cycle feedback rate, rF,
with the following calculation formula:

rF =
Wdrainage

Wintake
(10)

Formula (7) can be divided by Wintake to get Formula (11):

rF +
WET

Wintake
= 1 +

Wground + WTrans

Wintake
(11)
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According to Formula (11), if there is only a surface water supply inside the unit, then
rF + WET/Wintake = 1. When rF = 1, the social water cycle has not changed the natural
water cycle, and WET = 0; when rF = 0, the social water cycle has consumed all the water
intake, and there is no feedback linkage with the natural water cycle, WET = Wintake.

When multiple water supplies are considered in the unit; rF ∈ [0,+∞]. When rF < 1, it
has a decreasing effect on river runoff, or a negative feedback effect; when rF > 1, it has an
increasing effect on river runoff, or a positive feedback effect.

3. Study Area and Model Construction

The runoff data and natural water resources of the hydrological stations in the Beijing–
Tianjin–Hebei region from 1961 to 2000 were used as the calibration and validation data of
the natural water cycle model, the current water supply and usage data from 2016 were
used as the calibration data of the social water cycle, 2035 was used as the future research
year, and the relationship between the water balance and mutual feedback was studied,
using monthly time intervals.

3.1. Study Area

The Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region, including the Beijing, Tianjin, and Hebei provinces,
is located in the North China Plain (Figure 4). It spans three level-one water resource
divisions of the Northwest River Basin, the Liaohe River Basin, and the Haihe River Basin.
Since most of the Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region is located in the Haihe River Basin, the
influence of the upper reaches of the Haihe River Basin on the Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region
is also taken into account in the subsequent study. The terrain of this region is high in the
south and low in the north, with a total area of 218,000 km2, of which the mountainous
region accounts for 58% of the total area.
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3.2. Data Source
3.2.1. Hydrological and Meteorological Data

The meteorological data used in the model were obtained from the data information
center of the National Meteorological Administration (https://data.cma.cn, accessed on
10 June 2021). The daily meteorological data of 49 representative stations in the research
area from 1961 to 2017 were selected. The hydrological data was from the Haihe Water
Conservancy Commission. According to the study area, seven representative hydrological
stations in the Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region from 1961 to 2000 were selected. The above data
were collated on a monthly scale and input into the model; meteorological and hydrological
station distributions are shown in Figure 5a.
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3.2.2. Water Resources and Water Supply Data

The water resources and water supply and demand data were obtained from the
Second Haihe River Basin Water Resources Evaluation (1961–2000) and the Beijing–Tianjin–
Hebei water resources bulletin (2000–2016).

3.2.3. Water Demand Data of the Future Research Year

According to relevant regional planning and reports, combined with relevant national
policies, the water demand of the Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region in 2035 is predicted to be
25.82 billion m3 [40]. Table 1 presents the water demand analysis for Beijing, Tianjin, and
Hebei in 2035.

Table 1. Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei water demand in 2035 (the future research year) (billion m3).

Province
2035

Domestic
Water

Industrial
Water

Agricultural
Water

Environmental
Water

Total
Water

Beijing 1.85 0.38 0.49 1.46 4.18
Tianjin 0.68 0.55 1.20 0.62 3.05
Hebei 3.76 2.19 11.42 1.20 18.59

Total 6.29 3.13 13.12 3.29 25.82

https://data.cma.cn
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3.2.4. Water Supply Data of the Future Research Year

The surface water in the study area is generated by the natural water cycle module,
and rainfall at 50% frequency in the study area is used as the driving data of the model.
In 2035, the available groundwater supply in the Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region will be
10.76 billion m3. The total external diversion water volume will be 5.79 billion m3. Com-
bined with the water demand predictions for 2035, the treatment capacity of reclaimed
water is predicted to be 3.44 billion m3.

3.2.5. Socio-Hydrological Units of the Study Area

By superimposing the administrative divisions (county level, a total of 177) on the
water resources zones (level three, a total of 18), 285 socio-hydrological units were deter-
mined. According to the digital elevation model (DEM) data and the river network in
the study area, the convergence relationship between the socio-hydrological units is deter-
mined, as shown in Figure 5b. The specific socio-hydrological unit division and confluence
relationship determination method can be accessed in reference [39].

4. Parameter Calibration and Validation of the WAS Model

To achieve a whole process simulation of the natural-social dualistic water cycles,
model parameters with high sensitivity [41] are calibrated and verified. The calibration
is carried out from three aspects: cross-section runoff, regional water resources, and re-
gional water allocation, which reflect the accuracy of the natural water cycle process, the
practicability of water resource evaluation, and the rationality of water resource allocation,
respectively.

4.1. Cross-Section Runoff

A comparison between the simulated and observed runoff in the hydrological station
is shown in Figure 6. Performance indicators for the calibration and validation periods
are presented in Table 2. In the calibration period (1961–1980), the NSE (Nash–Sutcliffe
Efficiency coefficient) is above 0.53, and the R2 is above 0.74. In the validation period
(1981–2000), except for the Xidayang, the NSEs of other stations are above 0.65; R2 is above
0.8. Therefore, the model exhibits satisfactory accuracy for simulating the runoff process.

Table 2. Calibration and validation results of cross-section runoff in the study area.

Runoff
Station

Calibration Period
(1961–1980)

Validation Period
(1981–2000)

R2 NSE R2 NSE

Luanxian 0.82 0.60 0.89 0.69
Yuqiao 0.89 0.72 0.90 0.81

Xidayang 0.76 0.54 0.79 0.50
Wangkuai 0.89 0.70 0.88 0.65

Huangbizhuang 0.74 0.53 0.90 0.75

Miyun * Calibration Period
(1981–2000) 0.82 0.67

Guanting * Calibration Period
(1985–2000) 0.83 0.68

* Due to the short period of observed runoff data, only calibration is carried out.
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4.2. Regional Water Resources

The comparison between the simulated and observed at annual averages, 25%, 50%,
and 75% of the typical frequency for the years 1961–2000 regarding surface water resources
in different cities is shown in Figure 7. Among these comparisons, the relative error rate
of the simulated and observed surface water resources of the annual average model is
6.2%; 25%, 50%, and 75%, and for the typical frequency for the years, the relative error rate
is 4.4%, 5.2%, and 5.9%, respectively. This shows that the model can accurately simulate
surface water resources and meet the water resource evaluation requirements.
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4.3. Regional Water Allocation

Model simulation results of water resource allocation in the Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei
region in 2016 are shown in Figure 8. In 2016, the actual water supply was 24.86 billion
m3, the simulated water supply was 24.56 billion m3, and the total error of water resource
allocation in Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei was 1.2%. From a city perspective, Cangzhou had
the largest error at 6.7%, while the error for other cities was less than 5%; from a water
source perspective, the surface water error is the largest at 4.5%, and other errors are
less than 1%; from a water demand type perspective, all errors are less than 2%. The
correlation coefficient between the simulated water allocation and the real water supply
in the Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region was 0.999. This shows that the simulation effect of
water resource allocation of the model is good and can meet the requirements of water
resource management.
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5. Results and Discussion
5.1. Unmet Water

Using the validated WAS model, the water resource allocation results from the Beijing–
Tianjin–Hebei region in 2035 are presented in Table 3. In 2035, the total regional water
supply will be 24.89 billion m3, the water shortage will be 920 million m3, and the overall
water shortage rate will be 3.6%. There will be no water shortage in the domestic and
industrial sectors of Beijing and Tianjin. The water shortage in Hebei will be mainly
concentrated in the environmental and agricultural areas.
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Table 3. Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei water resource allocation (billion m3).

Province Water
Demand

Water Supply

River Reservoirs GroundWater Reclaimed
Water

Beijing 4.18 1.04 0.26 1.61 1.21
Tianjin 3.05 1.71 0.28 0.43 0.55
Hebei 18.59 5.79 2.27 8.38 1.36
Total 25.82 8.55 2.8 10.42 3.12

Province
Unmet
Water

Water Usage

Domestic
Water

Industrial
Water

Agricultural
Water

Environmental
Water

Beijing 0.07 1.85 0.38 0.49 1.4
Tianjin 0.08 0.68 0.55 1.13 0.61
Hebei 0.78 3.6 2.16 10.94 1.11
Total 0.92 6.12 3.09 12.56 3.12

5.2. Transformation Process of Natural and Social Water Cycles

The transformation of natural and social water resources in the Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei
region in 2035 is shown in Figure 9. In terms of the social water cycle, the total water supply
in the Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region will be 24.89 billion m3, including 11.36 billion m3 of
surface water and external diversion water, 10.42 billion m3 of groundwater, and 3.12 billion
m3 of reclaimed water. Total water usage will be 24.89 billion m3; domestic water will be
6.12 billion m3, of which water consumption will be 2.76 billion m3; industrial water will
be 3.09 billion m3, of which water consumption will be 1.46 billion m3; agricultural water
will be 12.56 billion m3, of which water consumption will be 11.55 billion m3; ecological
water will be 3.12 billion m3, of which water consumption will be 3.12 billion m3.
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In terms of the nature water cycle, the inbound water volume will be 4.45 billion m3;
diversion water volume will be 5.79 billion m3; precipitation will be 107.71 billion m3; the
evaporation of soil, canopy, and interception will be 79.13 billion m3; and the evaporation of
phreatic water will be 3.33 billion m3, resulting in 14.1 billion m3 of surface water resources,
including 5.3 billion m3 formed by runoff, 6.36 billion m3 formed by lateral flow, and
2.44 billion m3 formed by return flow. Considering the total inflow of 10.24 billion m3,
evaporation leakage of 1.09 billion m3, storage variability of 1.64 billion m3, total social
water supply of 24.89 billion m3, total water consumption of 18.9 billion m3, and drainage
of 1.88 billion m3, the reclaimed water will be 3.12 billion m3, irrigation infiltration will be
1.02 billion m3, and total outbound water volume will be 12.14 billion m3.

5.3. Mutual Feedback Relationship within Units

According to Formula 10, surface water intake and discharge directly affect the social
water cycle feedback rate, and are related to the type of water supply and water usage in
the unit. Under similar conditions, the lower the proportion of surface water supply in one
unit, the higher the discharge generated by other water sources, and the greater the social
water cycle feedback rate. The higher the domestic and industrial water usage, the greater
its discharge is and the higher its social water cycle feedback rate.

Figure 10 shows the social feedback rate of each unit in the Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei
region. Surface water of the Zhangjiakou and Chengde provinces accounted for more
than 35%, and agricultural water usage in the downstream plain area in Hebei Province
accounted for more than 60%. Therefore, the social water cycle feedback rate of these two
areas is relatively small, less than 0.25, suggesting that the water intake, consumption,
and discharge of the social water cycle has a high attenuation effect on local runoff, and
the discharge into the river is much lower than the surface water intake. In the central
Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region, the social feedback rate is relatively high, greater than 0.5 in
most areas. However, in Beijing and the area where the city government is located, the
proportion of domestic and industrial water usage is higher, and the social feedback rate is
greater than 1, indicating that the water intake, consumption, and discharge of the social
water cycle has an increasing effect on local runoff, and the surface water intake is lower
than the discharge. Although the proportion of agricultural water in total water usage
is high in Hengshui, the proportion of surface water supply is less than 5%, so the social
feedback rate is relatively high, at about 0.5.
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5.4. Mutual Feedback Relationship among Units

Based on local surface runoff in the Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region, the runoff of each
socio-hydrological unit under the natural water cycle in the whole region was obtained
through the confluence relationship between the upstream and downstream units. The ac-
tual runoff of each socio-hydrological unit in the whole region under the natural and social
water cycle was then obtained after taking into account the water intake, consumption, and
discharge of the social water cycle and the storage and water supply of the reservoirs, as
shown in Figure 11a. Combined with the cumulative runoff change rate of each unit in
Figure 11b, this shows that most of the actual runoff of each unit attenuates to different
degrees. On the one hand, this is the result of the mutual feedback of natural and social
water cycles within the socio-hydrological unit. Due to the water intake, consumption,
and discharge processes of the social water cycle, a high volume of water resources is
directly consumed, while a portion of the water resources is returned to the river through
water treatment. On the other hand, this is the result of mutual feedback between the
upstream and downstream units. After water intake, consumption, and discharge in the
upstream unit, the actual runoff changes, affecting the inflow of the downstream unit. In
addition, some large reservoirs supply water to surrounding units, which can equalize
runoff between units to varying degrees. Therefore, the Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region has
a close relationship between the natural and social water cycle mutual feedback, which
is not only reflected within the unit, but also in the mutual feedback of the upstream and
downstream units of the entire regional water resources system.
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Figure 11b shows that the cumulative runoff change rate in most areas of the Beijing–
Tianjin–Hebei region is less than 1, and the overall change rate is 0.66. Although Figure 10
shows that the social water cycle feedback rate of some units is greater than 1, under the
effect of the confluence from upstream to downstream, the overall runoff still shows a
decreasing trend due to the water intake, consumption, and discharge of the social water
cycle. The cumulative runoff change rate in the northern Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region
is higher than that in the southern region, which is related to the higher water usage of
agricultural irrigation in the south. Meanwhile, due to differences in the changes in the
social water cycle feedback rate in the upper, middle, and downstream, the cumulative
runoff change rate does not have a one-way increasing or decreasing trend with the river
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direction. It can be seen from Figure 11b that, in areas with more large and medium-
sized reservoirs, the cumulative runoff change rate is very low, indicating strong runoff
attenuation, which is related to the local water stored in the reservoir to supply water to
the external units. For example, the water stored in Miyun is used by the main urban area
of Beijing, which will directly lead to a decrease in runoff in the unit where the Miyun
Reservoir is located.

6. Conclusions

(1) This paper establishes a set of indexes that can quantitatively describe the mutual
feedback relationship of the natural-social dualistic water cycles among upstream
and downstream units and within units. The cumulative runoff change rate was
used to characterize the change degree of runoff in units under the mutual feedback
effect of the natural-social dualistic water cycles in all upstream regions. The social
water cycle feedback rate was used to characterize the degree of influence of the water
intake, consumption, and discharge of the social water cycle process on the natural
water cycle system. This provides a new method to identify the multi-process mutual
feedback mechanism of the natural and social water cycles.

(2) The year 2035 was used as the future research year to obtain results regarding the
natural-social dualistic water cycle transformation and mutual feedback in the Beijing–
Tianjin–Hebei region. The social water cycle feedback rate is greater than 1 in Beijing
and Tianjin, and less than 0.25 in the mountainous areas and the Hebei plain, indi-
cating that the social water cycle of each unit in the Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region
increases or decreases local runoff due to different water supply types and use struc-
tures. The cumulative runoff change rate is 0.66, indicating that the overall runoff is
attenuating due to the social water cycle, and the attenuation of runoff in the south is
greater than in the north.

(3) Based on the WAS model, an integrated model of the natural-social dualistic water
cycle was constructed for the Beijing–Tianjin–Hebei region, which exhibits high hu-
man activity, and the model was calibrated from three aspects: cross-sectional runoff,
regional water resources, and regional water allocation. The model has a good effect
for simulating regional runoff and water resource allocation, and can better simulate
the interaction between the natural and social water cycles.

It is worth noting that due to the linkage, real-time feedback, and complexity of the
natural-social dualistic water cycles, the indexes proposed in this study may have some
limitations in practical application. For example, in areas where water is supplied by
multiple water sources, it is difficult to distinguish the influence of specific water sources
on local runoff, and when social water intake and discharge are equal, it is difficult to
distinguish the difference between these areas and areas without the social water cycle
affect. Although the above situations can be determined by additional results of the
WAS model, in future research, the indexes can be further improved according to the
characteristics of the natural-social dualistic water cycles, so that the practicability and
representativeness could be enhanced.
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